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THE _ 
PREFACE. 
Y HERE having been of 


late a great Cry , that 


the Clergy of the Church 


of England, are now 
the chief, if not the only Oppoſers 
of Popery, and Defenders of the Pro- 


teſtant Religion, the Author uf 


the Enſumg Treatiſe knowing it to be 
an unlucky Miſtake in regard to ſome. 
Principal Men of their lace Writ- 
ers, he reſokved, if paſfible, to unde- 
cerve the unwary Readers of Books 
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The Preface. 

_ at this time, by acquainting them 
with the avowed Principles of ſome 
of our Clergy about thoſe Points, 
wherein the very hfe of Popery conſiſts, 
and, on which the whole Syſtem of 
that Religion is founded : In doing 
which, he hath, with ſome clearneſs, 
aemonſtrated the Agreement of Opini- 
on between the Church of England 
Men, and the Church of Rome, 
to be ſo exatt and full, that, if the 
Government ſhould ſo deſign, it were 
but dictum factum, according to 
their Doftrin, and a Caſlandrian 


Peace might be patch'd up preſently with | 


Rome : But his Majeſty beg more 
concerned, for the Eaſe and Duet of 
all his People, than for the Gratifica- 
tion of a few, will admit of no ſuch 
Accommodations, for He 1s reſolved 

on 
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v2 _ The Preface. 
on another , a more glorious Deſign 
(viz.) A Liberty of Conſci- 
ence , that may render ſatisfaftion 
AC 

 Howmever, to put ſome check to the 
mnſulting talk of our Clergy, who 
would be thought to be the only Cham: 
pions againſt Popery, 'tis become ne- 
ceſſary im the preſent juniture to Emit 
ſuch an Eſſay, as this, which may be 
of ſome Advantage , in ſetting mat- 
ters right between the two Churches ; 
for , it is pretty evident , that the 
Church of England , muſt either 
freely declare, that as to the particu- 
lars inſtanced in, ſhe 1s Agreed with 
the Romaniſt; and that the Con- 
troverfie lies only between the Church 
if Rome ,. and the Proteſtant 
Diflenter ; or ſhe muſt honeſtly re- 
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The Preface. 
mounce the Principles, ſbe has cleaved 
unto, when any of her Sons wrote 
azainſt the Nonconformiſts, and 
confeſs, that ſhe bath been Perſecut- 
ing them, for their firm adherence 
unto Proteſtant Dottrins, 

Whoever will take the help this 
Author grves us, to ſearch into the 
ery Bowels of this Controverſie , be 
will ( unleſs b1s prejudices be too tt 
peterate) ſoon ſee, that ever ſince the 
| breach between the Charch of Eng- 
land and the Proteſtant Dil: 
{enter has had it's Being, we have 
left us nothing but the Name, the 
ibadow of a Proteſtant Church of 
England, and that ſo far as ſbe 
arfers from the Proteſtant Diſſenter, 
ſhe agrees with the Roman Ca- 
tholic. Ard for this Reaſon it 
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7s bumbly propoſed to our Nobility , 


and Gentry, whorenounce the Name 


oj a Roman Catholic, zo con- 
frder how they can any longer Hona- 
rably do ſo, unleſs they not only fa- 
vour, but cloſe with, the Proteſtant 
Diſſenter , and with regret refled , 
bow againſt Reaſon they have hither- 
to been ſo very ſevere both againſt the 
Papiſt and the Diſſenter, even when 
they themſelves muſt be eſteemed, up: 


n- what 15 ſaid, to have embraced 


' the Principles of the One, or of the 


Other. 


There 1s one thing more to be ob= 


ſerved, That as. the Author has been: 


very juſt in bis Quotations, which he 


was neceſſitated to uſe , in ſbewing. 


the Reader the Conceſſions of the 
Engliſh Clergy ;. ſo, /#ſ# any 


ſhould 


Fg 
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ould ſay, That this is only the Senſe 

: He 66. there 15-added * Sher 4 
Two , -drawn-up by another Hand, 

20 prove.,, That all who eſpouſe the 
Priniiples of ths Church of Eng- 
land, as-Sh# 15 ſet up 1n Oppoſi= 
i([enter, muſt 


tion to the Proteſtant 
hold what Theſe Ao grant. 
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S@RY HERE: hath been of late a very 
IN v; # great Conteſt, between the Roman 


* Catholic and the Church of Ea_ 
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M about Religion ; and, for ought I ſee, it - 
HZ S they are not yet agreed touching {Þ'i| 
the very State of the Controverſie. The Papiſts Þ\'t 
complain of Mzſ-repreſextation , and until this be 
yielded they'l not Diſpute. The Church of Exg- | 
lazd will not grant any ſuch thing properly, and in | 
a ſtri& Senſe. And thus for ſome Months there : 
has been nothing but Anſwering, Replying, Re- Fd | - 
B | joyn- 4Þi1 
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An agreement between the Church of 


joyning, and Sur-rejoyning, and weare ſtill where 
we began. 

As for my part I think it neceſſary, that in the 
firſt place a j»ft fate of the Controverlie be ſet. 
kd, that the World know , wherein the conten- 
ding Parties Agree, and how far they d/ffer. And 
that this debate may be brought to ſome 1iTue, it 
ſhall be my Province to ſhew wherein they are 
agreed, leaving it to ſome abler Pen to proſecute 
this matter, and diſcover clearly wherein the 
Difference between them doth lie. Not that I de- 


ſign the encumbring this Diſcouſe with a Cata- 


logue of Agreements in the great Dottrins of 
Chriſtian Religion, and matters of Opinion. - For 
both the Council of Trext and our Engliſh Convoca- 
tion have taken eſpecialcare by a Latitude of ex- 
preſſion to obtain the Aﬀſent of Men, who vaſtly 
difer in their Opinions. and on this account it is, 
that in both Churches there are Men of very dit- 
ferent Opinions. about ſeveral Points of Religion, 
who yet ſubſcribe the ſame Articles of Faith and 
are ſtill of the ſame Church; thus amongſt the 
Romaniſts about the great DoQrin 'of Predeter- 
mination, there are the Duranaiſts, Dominicans, 
Fanſeniſt*, Moliniſts, and Seotiſts, that very much 
differ in Op/zi0z , and yet are till of t'e ſame 
Church; and about this very thing there are in 
the Church of England, Calviniſts, Arminiins, 
Socinians, and Antinomians, who. ſubſcribe the 
ſame Articles of Religion, as Terms of Unity and 
Peace, whereabout they vaſtly difagree ia O- 

Pinion, | En i 
L will therefore confine my felt to the Agreement 
theie 


England and Church of Rome. 


there is between both Churches about Govern. 
ment and Worſhip, which chiefly concerns Mens 
Practices; 'and wiil ſhew what light has broken 
forth from a Colliſion of thoſe two great parties 
| of Proteſtants, the Church of England, and the 
Diſſenter : For in the writings of the Church of 
Exzland againſt their Diſſenting Brethren, an A- 
greement between the Roman Catholic, and the 
Church of Ezg/azd about Church Government, ard 
ſome parts of Worſhip will be found exa&, and 
full. For as his late Majeſty has obſerv'd, © The 
© Church of Ezg/azd dares not bring the true ar- 
£ ouments againſt the other Sets, for fear they 
* ſhould be turn'd againſt themſelves and be confut- 
fed by their own Arguments. 

The Truth of this is ſufficiently demonſtrated 
by ſome late Champions of the Engliſh Church, 
who have been bold enough to ſpeak out : For as 
I ſhall prove, they have made uſe of thoſe Argu- 
ments againſt the Diſſenter , which , by a re- 
bound, will deſtroy themſelves, and have eſpoul- 
ed ſome of thoſe very Principles about Church- 
Government and Worſhip , which have: been de- 
fended by the Roman Catholic againſt the Old 
Proteſtant. | 

To clear up this much we muſt deſcend to the 
very bottom of the Controverſie between the 
Church of Ezglaza, and the Proteſtant Difſenter 
| about the preſent Separation, which in ſhort 
lies here. The Afertion of the Church of Eg- 
land is, That the Diſſenter in ſeparating from 
their Church are guilty of a Damning Scthiſm, 
And to prove this , ſeveral attempts have been 
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made, but in their own Opinion all without ſucceſs, 
until of late they fixed on a Principle, which I 
ſhall in theſe Papers prove to be Roman Catho- 
lic. 

That they might compaſs their deſign , two 
things muſt be done. In the firſt place they muſt 

rove the Diſſenters to be under an Obligation of 
Rolding Communion with their Church in the 
Pariſh Aſſemblies, unleſs ſhe impoſed ſomewhat 
ſinful as terms of Communion. And Secondly, 
That the Terms of her Communion are not ſin- 
ful. The evincing the firſt was ( ſhe ſaw) 
neceſſary , becauſe as Dean S:il/ingfieet obſerves. 
*A Man 1s not faid to ſeparate from every 
* Church where he forbears or ceaſeth to have 
£ Communion ; but only from that Church 
*with which he is ob/iged to hold Communi- 
© on and: yet withdraws from it. And the vin- 
dicating the Terms of their Communion be- 
came alſo as neceſſary ; for if ſhe made any 
thing ſinful, a Term of Communion, ſeeing no 


Man may: venture to do evil that good may come 


thereof, 'no Obligation could lie on any to hold 
Communion. with. her, Theſe two things then 
muſt be cleared up, and the Church of Ezg/and 
hath Iaboured: hard to do it ; and we will be di- 
ſtint in our Examination of what has been inſiſted 
on, aid ſhew that the laſt reſult has been a Cloſure 
with the Roman Catholic. - 1. About the Govern- 
ment of the'Church, and 2.- About Worſh#p. 


SECT. 


England and Church of Rome. $5 


SECT. I. 


' The Church of Englands cloſure with a Roman 
Catholic Principle about the Government 6 
the Church in proving the Diſſenter to lie 


under an Obligation of Holding Communion 
with her. | 


J* the Diſſenters be under an Obligation of 

holding Communion with the Church of 

Exglazd, it muſt be becauſe they are bound to do 

ſo, either by Private contra only, or by Human 

Authority , or by what is Divine, If it be from Vindication . 

Conſent, or Private contrai# only , then muſt all 9fh< Defence 
thoſe, that never conſented to hold Communion jingfeer, pe. 8. 

with their Church be cleared of this Guilt ; and 9: 

if we may believe Dr. Sherlock, thoſe who-do 

conſent and afterwards withdraw, tho' they are 

guilty of a great evil.' yet not of Schi/-z ; but if 

the Charge of Schiſm be founded on the Au- 

thority of the Magiſtrate, who enjoyns- us to 

Communicete with ſuch a Church, tho? to diſo- 

bey our Governqurs in lawful things be a very 

great Evil, yet, as the ſame Author obſerves, it 

is not 1n it ſelf the evil of Schiſm ,: but of Dif- 

obedience to Lawtful Authority. Theſe two ways 

then, wherein others go to prove the Diſſenters 

Schiſmatics, are yielded. as inſufficient to- their 


pur- 
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Vindication 


of Deence of | 


Cr. Sillrg- 
f:er, ps. 36. 
and 57. 
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purpoſe, and therefore they ſtand altogether upon 
the /s/?, affirming that the Difſenters are by Dz- 
vine Authority oblig'd to fix their Communion 
with the Church of Exg/and. And that they may 
prove it, they have (as I ſaid but now) fix'd on 


a Roman Catholic Principle ; which will with 


much clearneſs appear to thoſe, who will but care- 
fully and without prejudice conſulc their Notion, 
and compare it with what the Papiſts hold about 
the Government of the Church. In ſtating their 
Notion I muſt have recourſe to the writings of 
Dr. Sherlock , who with the approbation and ap- 
plauſe of the Church of Ezg/aud Clergy in the 
Defence of her great Champion Dean Szilling fl: er, 
has ſetled the entuing DoQrin about the Church's 
Government. 

1. © The Catholic Church is one Body, one 
Socicty, one Houſhold and Family, one King- 
© dom. | | 
And that we may the better underſtand what 
is meant by theſe expreſſions, they explain them- 
ſelves, firſt by ſuppoſing the whole World to be 
but one great Family or Univerſal Kingdom, and 


then by telling us, that juſt ſo *cis with the Ca- 


tholic Church. And fſceing all know , that to 
make the whole World one Univerſal Kingdom 
it's neceſſary that it be ſubjeted under oxe Gevern- 
ing Head, it unavoidably follows, That unleſs in 
tte Catholic Church there be One Supreme Go- 
verning Head, it cannot be like unto an Univerſal 
Kingdom , an Organized Politic Body. One 
Kingdom, One Government, and One Govern- 
ing Head do mutuallyinfer each other. Thus a 
Family 
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Family has one Governing Head, and for the ſame 
reaſon ſo it muſt be with the Catholic Church 
Viſible, it muſt have one Viſible Governing 4% 
Head. | 
2. * That all the Chriſtians, and Chriſtian #id pz 54. 
* Churches. 1n the Worid, which make up but one 
*Body, Society, or Church, is called Catholic Com- 
© munion. 
3. © That there is ſonewhat more neceſſary 
*to Catholic Communion than an Agreement 
Fin the ſame Faith, the ſame Rules of Worſhip 
*and right Adminiſtration of the Sacraments. 
* For ſpeaking of $Schiſmarics, it's ſaid, that tho? 
*they believe the ſame Articles of Faith, obſerve 
©the' ſane Rules of Worſhip, have the ſame $Sa- 
©craments rightly and duly adminiſtre1 among _ ; 
©them , excepting their Schifn, yer nothing of 
all this will. avail them to Salvation, unleſs 
© they. retura to the Communtoz of the Catholic 
« Church. | 
4. © That what is further. neceſſary to: Catholic p,z,,,2 123. 
* Communion 1s a Cathol:c Government, namely, 
© the Epiſcopal. To prove that the Unity of the 
Catholic Church confiſts in one Communion, tt is 
aſſerted, *that all the Biſhops of the Church are 
© but Oze allo, inveſted with th: ſame Power and 
* Authority to Govern the Church ; That alt 
© theſe Biſhops are hut One Body, who: are bound 
to hive in Communion with each other- and: to 
*Govern their reſp:Rtive Churches, when need 
© requires and where it can be had, by mutual ad- 
vice and conſent 3; and that no Biſhops are abſo- 
© lutely Independent, but are obliged 6. —_— 
= © 106; 
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*the Unity of the' Epiſcopacy whereon the Unity 
<£2nd Communion of .the Catholic Church de. 
* pends. | 

5. © The Power of every Biſhop in his own 
* Dioceſe is' not ſo Abſolute, and Independent, but 
© that he is bound to preſerve the Unity of the 


© Epiſcopacy, and to live in Communion with his 


© Collegues, and Fellow Biſhops ; for this is the 
F mon: BS of Catholic Communion, without which 
*there can be no Catholic Church. And this is 
© the Foundation of all thoſe greater Combinations 
© of Churches, and that Authority which is re- 
* gularly exerciſed over particular Biſhops by their 
© Collegues. The whole Authority of a Biſhop 
© or Council over other Biſhops, is Founded on the 
© Laws of Catholic Communipn , which 1s the 
© oreat end it ſerves, and therefore they have no 
6 proper Authority, bat only in ſuch matters, as con- 
* cernthe Unity of the Epiſcopacy, or the Peace and 
© Communion of the Catholic Charch. Again, the 
© Unity of the Epiſcopacy is the Foundation of 
* theſe. larger Combinations, and Confederacies 
© of Neighbour Churches, which make Archiec- 
as National Churches ; for ſince there is 


© but Oze Epiſcopacy, it 1s highly reaſonable and ne- 


© eſſary, that ſo far as it i pratticable, they ſhould 
Nec 18 = Govern we reſpective cher 
as One Biſhop, with one conſent, which is the 
© molt effetual way to ſecure the Peace and Unity 
*of the Epiſcopal Colledge, and to promote the 
© Edificationand good Government of the Church. 
*Nay this Unity of the Epiſcopacy is the Founda- 
*tion of that Authority, which _— Bi- 

| *1N0PsS 
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Gſhops have over their Collegues in.caſe of Hereſie 
 ©*and Schiſm, or any notorious wickedneſs, for 

© they being Biſhops of the Univerſal Church 
* have an Original Right and Power to take care, 
* that no part of the Church, which is within their 
reach and inſpeQtion, ſuffer by the Hereſie or 
* evil Practices of their Collegues. 

They diſtinguiſh I do confeſs between Caſes 
Extraordinary, and Ordizary :. and by caſes Ordi- 
nary they underſtand matters of./:ſer moment, 
and importance : and by Caſes Extraordinary 
what concerns the Purity of the Faith, and Man- 
ners, and Catholic Unity. And in theſe | ar caſes, 
Neighbour Biſhops have proper, Author 
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ority over 
their Collegues, and whatever Biſhops ſhall wil- 
fully refuſe to obſerve the Decrees and Canons 
of QTouncils , made: up of the Catholic Biſhops, 
without manifeſt neceflity, for not doing it, would 
be guilty of ſuch Pride and Obſtinacy as would 
fall very little ſhort of the guilt of Schiſm ; for . 
the very conſent and Agreement of Biſhops a- 
mong themſelves is ſo great a good to the Church 
of God, that that alone is ſufficient to determin a 
Good Man, when there are not very weighty rea- 
ſons againſt it, BE. | 
6. * The College of Biſhops may grant unto Pag. 127. 
« ſome Ore Biſhop a Primacy for the preſervation "as: 184- 
© of Catholic Unity and-Communion, who,. by a 
* general conſent, may be intruſted with a Superi- 
© or Power of Calling Synods, Receiving Appeals , 
* and exerciſing ſome peculiar Ads of Diſcipline 
<< under the regulation of Eccleſiaſtical Canons. 
Thus much the Dottor _—_— to _—_ 
ur 
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but. reaches the caſe of the Univerſal Church as 
well, . asl will prove 1a it's proper place. 

7. A compliance _with the Order, Govern- 
* ment, Diſcipline, and Worſhip, as well as the 
© Doftrin of the Catholic Church is necellary to 
* Catholic Communion. For all Chriſtians and 
* Chriſtian Churches are but Ome Body, and are 
©thereby obliged to all Duties, Offices and 
« Afts of Chriſtian Communion , which are con- 
« ſequent , upon ſuch a Relation. The Catholic 
*Church is One Body, and Society, wherein all 
* the Members thereof have equal Right and 06. 
* ligation to Chriſtian Communion. | 

This is the Foundation, on which they ground 
the charge of Schiſm againſt Difſenters, and the 
Argument, which they raiſe to confirm what they 
would be at, may be thus form'd. 

What Chriſtias ſoever ſeparates from that Charch, 
with which he is bound to hold Communion, ts guilty 


. of Schiſm, 


But the Proteſtant Diſſenter ſeparates from that 
Church , with which he tis bound to hold Communion. 
Ergo, The Proteſtant Diſſenter is guilty of Schiſm. 
- | This is their Argument : and that they may 
prove the Proteſtant Diſſenter ho#z4 to hold Com- 
munion with the Church of Ezglaxd, they run to 
the Laws of Catholic Communion, aſſuring us, 
that the Catholic Church is but as Oxe Family, 
one Kingdom, and that wherever any Chriſtian 
removes his Dwelling, whatever particular Church 
he goes to, he is ſtill 1n the ſame Family, the ſame 
Kingdom , the ſame Church, and has the ſame 
Rights and Privileges and the ſame Obligation 


to 


d England .and | Church of- Rome: 


to: Communion... :'Whoever therefore dwell in 
this Kingdom, and have been Baptiz'd and not Ex- 
communicate, are Members of the Church of Exg- 
land, and bound to hold Communion with ir, and 
that not only by profeſſing the ſame Faith , wor- 
ſhipping God in the ſame way, and owning the 
ſame Sacraments ; but moreover by ſubmitting to 
the Catholic Government of the Church , which 
is by Biſhops, and all thoſe, who either deny the 
| Catholic Church to be one Govern'd Society , 
Houſhold, or Kingdom, or refuſe to ſubmit unto 
the Epiſcopal Government, are guilty of a Damn- 
zrig Schiſm; and becaule the Proteſtant Dilſenters 
are guilty in one or other of theſe reſpetts, they 
are Schiſmatics. | | 

Thus much I take to be a fair State of their no- 
tion as improv'd againſt the: Diſfenter 3 but then I 
muſt add, that this is the very fame with what 
is embrac'd by thoſe of the Roman Catholic Com- 
munion, and, ifwe trace it a while we ſhall find 
it lodg'd under St. Peters Charr; for, by their 
making the Catholic Church, one Body , one 
Houſhold , one Kingdom , or Governed Society, 
that has a Governing and Governed Part, they 
muſt neceſſarily be for a Catholic ' Flterarchy , as 
what alone is a fit Government for ſo Great a Body 
Poliric. Let ustherefore' a little more cloſely ob- 
ſerve what theſe Church of Ezg/and Clergy-Men 
affirm, and we ſhall find their Notion about Church 
Government exa&ly form'd according to the Ro- 
man Model';, for 'they ſay, That there can be' no 
Qze>Catholic Communion: without Oxe Catholic 
Governmeant;.i Anditha6 Catholic Unity and Com- 
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munion may be. the more fecurely preſerv*d, the 
Combination of Churches , conſidered as pure 
Eccleſiaſtical Societies, into Archiepiſcopal, or Na- 
tional Churches, is neceſlary ; ſo that the great 
end of the Combination of Dzecefan into Provin- 
cial and National Churches, is the Preſerving 
Catholic Communion ;- which cannot be but by 
the raiſing the Combination hz/gher, and extend- 
ing it much farther, even unto. Patriarchal, and at 
laſt unto one Cecnmenical Combined Church, for 
this alone is commenſurate to Catholic Com- 
munion. Beſides, Catholic Communion as it 
muſt be in the ſame Faith, the ſame Worſhip and 
Government , ſo it muſt be among all Chriſtians 
throughout the Catholic Church, and therefore can- 
not be obtain'd, when only among a few in oe 
Nation, Andthat this. Combination of Church-. 
es muſt extend farther than the bounds and li- 
mits of a Nation , they alſo grant, when they 
tell us, © That a National Church is bound to 
* maintain Catholic Communion with Neighbour 
* Churches, and if it fall into Hereſie, or Schiſm, 
* Neighbour Churches, [ that is, the Churches. 
© of other Nations } may and ought to: Admoniſh, 
© and cenſure them: That the Original right and: 
*Power of Biſhops is in relation to the. whole 
*Church , which they may reaſſume , when they 
© ſee occaſion for it, and which obliges them to 
© take care as far 4s pofſubly they can, that the 
* Church of Chriſt ſuffer no injury by the Hereſie, 
© or evil Practices of any of, their Collegues. Tho? 
© equals have no PIFICRy over one another:-, 
* yet a College hath Authority / and: Command 

"2" 6 QVET 
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© gver azy of it's Collegues. To this let us add 


* Communion. ts a Divine Inſtitution , and therefore 
$* the Combinatios of Charches for Catholic Com- 
6 union i5 Divine alſo. . And what follows from 
all this ; -but that ſeeing a Combination of maxy 
National Churches into one Patriarchate is a more 
etteCtual way to preſerve the Peace and Unity of 
the Catholic Church, than the combination of 
Provincial Churches into a National, a Patriarchal 
combination 15 more agreeabk to the Laws of 
Catholic Communion, and more grounded on a 
Divine Inſtitution , and for the fame reaſon a 
Combination of Patriarchal Churches into one 
Oecumenical Church muſt be acknowledged to be 
alſo founded on Catholic Communion and on a 
Divine Inſtitution ? Furthermore, by the ſame 
Laws of Catholic Communion, as all the Biſhops 
within a Provincial Church muſt -meet for Go- 
vernment, having a Dire? Authority over their 
Collegues; ſo it is the Duty of the Biſhops of a 
Nation , and of a Patriarchate, and at laſt of the 
whole Catholic Church, to come together, that 
as far as it 1s practicable they may Govern their 
reſpective Churches as Oze Biſhop, with one con- 
ſent. And thus it is that the Canons of General 


Councils are: become a great Medium and excellent vind. p. 168: 


inſtrument of Catholic Communion, the promot- 
ing of which is their principal end and greateſt 
uſe ; but can have no Authority over any Biſhops, 
who refuſe to conſent, «xle/s it be in ſuch matters 
as concern. the Purity of Faith and Manners, or Ca- 
tholic. Unity : fo that in theſe matters- the General 
* Counci! 
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Council las a dire Arnthority over Difſenting Bi- 


ſhops, who are obliged, notwithſtanding their 
own different apprehenſions about theſe points, to 
{ſubmit unto the A«thoritative deciſion of the Ge- 
neral Council, and thus much they muſt do to pre- 
veat the guilt of ſuch Pride and Obſtinacy as falls 
not very ſhort of the Guilt of Schiſm 3; which 
{zems to be as much as would content the Lord of 
Condom. For the Authority of the Council's laſt 
Sentence is not to be Attributed unto the word of 
God taken 4n it ſelf, but as interpreted by the So- 
vereign' Tribunal of the, Church, which gives 
this final reſolution, On this occaſion it 1s that the 
Church of Ezgland doth Anathematize all Diſſen- 
ters with an zpſo faffo Excommunication, upbraid- 
ing them tor ſetting up their own giddy brains, as 
the beſt interpreters of Scripture, telling 'em that 
*tis not left to every Phantaſtical Mans Head to 


' believe as he pleaſes; that their pretence of Con- 


{cience is no other than what Schiſmatics may 
pretend to. 

Thus much the late King oblerv'd, and there- 
fore with invincible ſtrength againſt the Church 
of England, he urgeth this, T hat the only Argus 
ments ſhe can bring againſt Difſenters , will re- 
coyl againſt themſelves , for by preſſing her Au- 
thority againſt them, ſhe muſt fix on a Principle that 
is Roman Catholic, and thereby put her ſelf out of 
a Capacity of Defending her ſelf againſt that 
Church. The Authority that ſhe inſiſts on is that 
of the Catholic Biſhops Aſſembled in Council, 
which, as I will ſhew, gives up the cauſe to the 
Papiſts,, about. the Power of General: Councils : 

kt” But 
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But do they ftop here ? No, they go further, even 
tothe acknowledging, that rhis Council, or College 
of Catholic Biſhops may entruſt One or More with a 
Primacy, and give unto him a Superior Power of 
calling Synoas, receiving Appeals, and exerciſing ſome 
peculiar. Acts of Diſcipline 1n the Vacancy of Coun- 
cils, under the condu&t of Eccleſiaſtical Conſti- 
tutions, and all this for the effetual ſecuring of 
the Peace and Unity of the Catholic Church : 
whereby they juſtitie the Pope's being the Exordium 
VUnitatis, according to Archbiſhop Bramhal”s ex- Edit. Dub. 
plicit acknowledgment in his Vindication of the 1577: 2: 270 
Church of Erg/ana, where he ſaith, © We do con- 
© fels, That the primitive Papacy, that is, an Ex- 
* ordinm Unitatis, a begtuning of Unity, was an CeXx- 
© cellent means of Concord. ©* We do not envy the 
© Biſhop of Rome any Honor which the Catholic 
* Church did allow him. | | 

Thus at laſt we find their DoQtrin lodg'd in 
St. Peter's Chair, | 


To be more particular , the A4oreement between 
the two Churches ies in ſeveral Inſtances. 

1. They both make the Catholic Church one Viſi- 
ble, Governed Society, Houſhold, or Kingdom. 

2. They both pitch upon the Epiſcopal Govern- 
ment as diſtributed into the ſeveral Subordinations 
of Combined Churches, as what is by Divine 
Inſtitution made the Government of this Church ; 
a Combination of Dzoce/an Churches to make up 
one Provincial, whoſe Biſhops are in Subordina- 
tion.to- their Metropolitan ;. a Combination of Pro- 
vincial Churches: tro make up a National, and the 

| Metro- 
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Metropolicans in Subordination to the Primate ; a 
Combination of National Churches to make up 
a Patriarchal, and the Primates in Subordination 
to the Patriarch; and a Confederacy of Patriar- 


chal to make up one Oecumenical, and every Pa- 


triarch in Subordination to the Oecumenical Bi- 


ſhop, or chief Patriarch. 


That thus much is the Doftrin of theſe Church 
of Ezgland Clergy-men, I have prov'd; and not 
one doubts but that the Church of Rome holds 
the ſame. fc 

3. They both agree in giving unto a General 
Council' Diret# Authority over their Collegues in 
matters that concern the Parity of Faith and Man- 
ers, and the Unity of the Church. And, 

4. They both agree to give unto One Biſhop 4 
Primacy, tor the better preſerving Catholic Qani. 
on ; and alſoa Superior Power of calling Synods, 
receiving Appeals, and exerciſing ſome peculiar 
Acts of Diſcipline under the Regulation of Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Canons. And it's my preſent buſineſs 
to prove, thata very great part (if not the greateſt 
part) of the Roman Catholic Church do limit 
the Authority of General Councils unto Matters 
of Faith, Unity of the Church, and Reformation of 
Manners ;, and grant to the Pope, but 4 Primacy 
for the ſake of Catholic Concord, and a Superior 
Power of calling Synods or Councils, receiving 
Appeals, and of exerciſing ſome peculiar Acts of 
Diſcipline under the Regulation of Eccleſiaſtical 
Canons. | | 

In the firſt place I will begin with the Galzcar 
Church, which owned the Councils of pr 

an 
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and Baſil, by which it's decreed , That' a General Concil. Conſt. 11 | 
Conncil, repreſenting the Catholic Church, has recein/'d ph ed 10 
Power immediately from Chriſt, unto which every one, of : | 
what Eſtate and Dignity ſoever tho he be of the Papal, 
is bound to obey in thoſe things which concern the Faith, | 
the Extirpation of Schiſm, and the general Reforma- 
tion in the Church of God in the Head and Members, 
That the Pope 1s but the Princ:pium Unitatis, made UG 
Primate for the preſervation of the Unity of the "| Rs 
Catholic Church, and under the Regulation of Ec- _. 
clefiaſtical Canons. . And in the Council. of Baſi/ Be 
it's expreſs, That all perſons, of what State or (cg. Baſil. WIE !N 
Degree ſever, tho? of the Papal, who refuſe to Se: 3+ | 
obey the Commands, Statutes , Orders, or Pre- 
cepts of this holy Synod, or of any other General 
Council lawfully aſſembled, ſhall, unleſs he re- 
pent, ſuffer condign puniſhment. And in the 
twelfth Seſſion of this Council, where is tne De- 
cretum citationis contra Papam, it's aſſerted, That 
the Catholic Church has very often corre&ed and 
cenſured thoſe Popes, that have deviated from the 
Faith, or have been guilty of notorious wicked- 
neſs: And. in matters wherein the Faith was in 
danger, or Chriſtian Religion like to ſuffer by the 
Roman Pontiffs, the Catholic Church would never | 
ſpare them. | Jil 
Beſides, the French Church were vehement ie xyip. 5y- 4th 
Aſſertors of the Pragmatic Sanition, and judg?d 994 Bf. Re- ly! 


[ 
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than what was for the preſervation of the Unity =: Eugenii {|| 
and Communion of the Catholic Church, ill 93s 994 by 
holding that the Primacy was not ſo eſſential to Gerſon's Con- "41 


Catholic Communion , but that 1+ might be ©ſons,which 
ad theappro- 
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veral alia preſerv*d-without ſuch a Primate; nor was the 


DoRors. 


Zie2io Pape fi- 2OPE greater than the whole Univerſal Church, 


ngliter ordina- tho? greater than particular Churches and Biſhops ; - 


= ad Vnionen 2 nq that the *Emeaixaiz, or Authority that is grant- 

ccleſse. Ger- « : 

fon de Aatibas Ed IM 1n the Interval of Councils about the De. 

Ecclel. clarins, Interpreting, and Mod:rating the ſenſe 
of their Statutes or Canens, according as the 
various neceſſities of the Times may require for 
the good of the Church, doth not in the leaſt 
ſuppoſe him to have any Supertority or Prehe- 
minence above the Univerſal Church ; whence it 
1s, that whenever from the Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
in France any References, Suggeſtions, or Conſut- 
zations were made to the Pope, if the Pope's Re- 


{ſcripts were contrary to the Old Canons, the 


French always look'd on it as Ab»ſive, and made 
an Appeal from the Pope, called Jppellatio ab abuſu, 
provoking him to the Old Canons. 
 Allchis is ſo fully aſſerted by the Councils of 
Conſtance and Baſil, by the Renowned John Gerſor 
the Chancellor of Paris, by the Pragmatic Sanitie 
zeſchaſ. d+Li- 08, and by all the Famous Lawyers of France ; 
bert. Antiqu. eſpecially by Leſchaſſerins, Carolus Molineus, Lu- 
| vero Ec dovicus Servinus, Dnarenns, &c. that whoever 
Molin. 1o- has any tolerable Acquaintance with theſe matters, 
merch. ©, Cannot but be abundantly fatisfied in the truth 
Ecclef. Mini. Of all this. However, Dr. Sherlock is bold enough 
© Bene/. 1ib.5. to deny all, and to bring no leſs perſon than the 
Defen, proti} I-carned Peter de Marca tor his Voucher. And be- 
bert. Ecclef. Cauſe it's a matter of no ſmall moment, I will 
Galic. give you the Do&or's own words: *I preſume 
Vindic.p.1z6, © (faith he) Perrus de Marca, the Learned Arch- 
| - *biſhop of Paris, who wrote in Defence of ay 
iber- 
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6 T.iherties of the Gallican Church, is a good com- 
©petent Witneſs in this matter; and yet in his 
© Book de Concordia Sacerdotii & [mperii, which 


< met with ſo many Cenſures at Rome, and ſo dif-. 


« ficultly paſs'd the Teſt, and kept him ſo long out 
© of his Biſhopric, he aſſerts the Authority of the 
© Pope much higher than either of thoſe Coun- 
© cils, [viz. Conſtance and Bafil.] And to ſhorten 
* my Work, I ſhall only ſet down ſome Propo- 
© fitions, which he himſelfcolleCted out of his Book, 
* in anſwer tothe Romaz Cenſure. 

* x. Thatthe Biſhop of Rox has always exer- 
©ciſed the chief Power 1n Eccleſiaſtical Aﬀairs in the 
© Gallicas Churches ever fince Chriſtianity flou- 
© riſh'd there. 

©2. That the Pope 1s the Head of the Univer- 


* fal Church by Divine Right, and therefore of the 
© Gallican Church, which is a Member of the Uni- 


© verſal Church. + 

©3. That the General Decrefals of the Roman 
© Biſhops have been ſent into Fraxce as well as into 
© other Provinces, andreceived with great applauſe 
 ©*by the Roman Emperors, and the Frezch Kings, 
{from the firſt Foundavion of that Kingdom till this 
© preſent Age. 

© 4, That noCrime is a ſufficient reaſon for de- 
© poſing the Pope, except the public Profeſſion of 
© Herelie ; and that this is true, he proves by the 
©Teſtimony of the Ancients ; and beſides ſhews, 
* that it has been of old the Judgment and Definj- 
tion of the Gallicay Church. 

p 5 That the Pope can effeQually and lawfully 
* diſpenſe with the Canons of General Councils, 
os D 2 © even 
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© even without any cauſe, ſo long as ſuch a Dif- 
* penſation doth not weaken the State of the 
* Church. | 

*6. That the Liberties of the Gallicar Church 
*conliſt in the Uſe and PraQtice of Canons and 
© Decretals, both Ancient and Modern; and is 
*not confined only to the Praftice of Ancient 
© Canons, where he ſhews, that at ſeveral times, 
©in caſe of Neceſſity, Popes have proceeded to 
*make New Laws for the public Good of the 
* Church. | 

*-7. That the Pope, beſides his Primacy over 
* the Univerſal Church, is the only One and im- 
* mediate Patriarch of the Weſtern and Gallicar 
* Churches; and that Kings have no Power to 
*erc& any new Biſhopric, Metropolitical Seat, 
*much leſs a Patriarchate. This is a brief Scheme 
*of French Popery, as it reſpe&s the Government 
* of the Church, if we believe this greatArchbiſhop, # 
So far the DoQor. | 

But what Reply can be made to this? for if 
this be as Jafb, as it is faid to be, a brief Scheme 
of French Popery, the Church-of-England Clergy 
muſt be clear'd from the charge of Agreeing with 
the French Papiſt about the Government of the 
Church. This 1s therefore, Iconfeſs, a confound- 
ing ObjeQtion, which with much clearneſs doth 
ſhew, that there is ſome Mzſrepreſenting in the 
caſe, and it becomes me to.make the beft Defence 
I can; and therefore I am reſolv'd in the firit 
place, for greater ſecurity, to confront the Re- 
preſentation this Dr. has made of the Archbiſhop 
of Paris with the Teſtimony of the Archbiſhop of 
| Armagh, 


England and Church of Rome. Zr 
4h, the Learned Bramhall, a ſtout Defender A juſt Vindi. 
So ſame Cauſe which Dr. Sherlock has under- ©7199, 0 tbe 
taken: And what faith he? Take his own £»g!and, 
words. | on”. - BER 
«From Germany ( ſaith he) our paſs is open 
&into France, where the caſe 1s as clear as the Sun, 
© how their Kings (tho? acknowledged by the 
« Popes themſelves to be Moſt Chriſtian , the 
<Eldeſt Sons of the Church, and otherwiſe the 
© oreat. Patrons and Protectors of the Roman See) 
with their Princes of the Blood, their Peers, 
«their Parliaments, their Ambaſſadors, their 
« Schools and Univerſities, have all of them in all 
« Ages affronted and curbed the Roman Court, and 
« reduced them to a right Temper and Coaſtitu- 
« tion, as Often as they deviated from the Canons 
« of the Fithers, and encroached upon the Liber- 
«ties of the Gallican Church ; whereby the Pope's 
« Juriſdiftion in Fraxce came to be meerly azſcre- 
© +j0nary, at the pleaſure of the King. Furthermore 
he adds, * That Charles VII, made the Pragmatical 
« $1nitionto confirm all the Afts of the-Councils of 
« Conſtance and Baſil, and amongſt the ſeveral Li- 
© berties of the Frezch Church, the Archbiſhop 
+ mentions theſe: The Courts of Parliament, in 
« caſe of Appeals, as from Abuſe, have Right and 
© Power to declare null, void, and revoke the 
© Pope's Bulls and Excommunications, and to for- 
© bid the Execution of them, when they are found 
© contrary to. Sacred Decrees; the Liberties of the 
«French Church, or the Prerogative-Royal ; Ge- 
©neral Councils are above the Pope, and may de- 
* poſe him, and put another in his place, and take 
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* cognizance of Appeals from the Pope; All Bi- fy 
* ſhops have their Power immediately from Chriſt, u 
* and not from the Pope, and are equally Succeſ- -+, i 
* ſors of St. Peter and the other Apoſtles ; All thoſe n 
 *arenot Heretics, Excommunicated, or Damned, tl 
* who differ-1n ſome things from the DoCtrin of il 
*the Pope, who appeal from his Decrees, and v 
* hinder the Execution of the Ordinances of him al 
*-or his Legats. So far Archbiſhop Bramhall, who ke 
© confirms all I have ſaid of French Popery, Where- _ al 
fore, having ſo great a Pillar of the Church of tl 
Ezgland on my fide, I may now venture the more ti 
boldly to examin this daring Doctor, who, a E 
Thouſand to One, will be found the Mzſrepre- 
ſenter ; for it's not to be doubted but that De Marca tl 
too well underſtood the Liberties of the French g1 
. Charch, to give us ſuch an Account of *%em as tl 
this DoQtor pretends, and that therefore it muſt S 
be the Dottor, who, either maliciouſly, or through ti 
ignorance, has miſrepreſented him ; and this I will le 
diſtinaly prove. | Ty 
I. The 'Doftor faith, That Peter De Marca 
wrote in Defence of the Liberties of the Gallican al 
Church, which is ove Miſrepreſentation to begin P; 
with ; for tho? De Marca wrote of the Liberties al 
of the Gallican Church, yet he wrote not in their 01 
Defexce, but ſo much againſt the Pragmaric Santtion er 
Deſertorem as which confirm®d them, that Fagetus, De Marca's C, 
4 own Kinſman, called him a Deſerter and Betray- | A 
Eccleſie Galli er of the Gallicaws Liberties. And Marca himſelf tl 
canz. Balus was very much ſurprized to hear that any at Rome 1 < 
abtarcs,” ſhonld diſlike any thing he had written on this { 
P-9- Subje&; nor could he imagine what could tempt t 


any 
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any man to think that he had ſpoken the leaſt 9fendir ramen 
word in favor of the Frezch Liberties to the pre-, 1 
judice of the Roman Chair, unleſs the putting the nz ingenig,nut- 
words [ De Libertatibus Eccleſiz Gallicane] into ©. 4/izm ob 
the Title page, which was done on the requeſt of — 
the Printer, who hop'd that the ſound of theſe maar, quan 
words would make the Book the more {aleable ; £7. froze 
4 perts admon:- 
and it's probable enough that our DoQtor, not re: 5c agi 4s El 
\ ſearching much further than into the Title-pages Libertatibus , 444 
and Margins of Books, might take it for granted mn; Gal hh 
that Marca writes in Defence of the Galiicaz Liber- 8 | 
ties, becauſe he ſaw in the Title, De Libertatibus 41 
Ecclefiz Gallicane, But, fl 
2, That De Marca, who was brought up under 
thoſe who were of the Society of Jeſus, and a 
great Enemy to the Faxſenits, and therefore at 
that time devoted to aſlert the Prerogatives of 
St. Peter's Chatr, did valiantly oppoſe the Pragma- ; 
tic Sanition by which the Galliaz Liberties were | 
ſecured, I will by an induction of uncontroulable | 
inſtances evince. 
Baluzius, who was an Intimate of De Marca, Baluz. vir. De } 
and to whom Marca committed the care of his Marc. pag. 9. 
Papers, is very poſitive; affirming, That none 
amongſt the French, no, nor among the Spaniſh 
or 1talian, did more eloquently, and with great- 
er Authority of the Ancients, exalt the Romazx 
Chair to a greater heighth than De Marca did, 
And De Marca himſelf takes ſpecial care to aſſure 
the Roman Court how much he had engaged him- 
ſelf in this Deſign. In his Anſwer to the Notes 
ſent him from Holſtenins by Cardinal Grimalal, 
the Pope's Legat in Frarce, hetells us, That it was | i 
| matter bit 
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matter of aſtoniſhment unto him to find himſelf 
accuſed for writing what might refle&t on the 
Roman Chair; for nothing was ſo much deteſted 
by him as any ſuch thing, it being his endea- 


 vorto do his utmoſt to exalt it. And in his An- 


{wer to the, Romas Cenſure, it's aſſerted, That 
he was far from deſigning the leaſt harm to the 
Right of the Apoſtolical Seat, or Eccleſiaſtical 
Juriſdiction; and he thought it was paſt doubt 
that he had ſtrenuouſly endeavored to Reſtore the 
Authority of the Church; And that he had 
impugned thoſe Rules that had been introduced 
into the Secular Courts by the Pragmatics, And 
in his Letter to Cardinal Barbarine, De Marca 
tells us, That he had carefully oppugned thoſe 
Rules the Pragmatics uſed to defend the Gallican 
Liberties by, as moſt pernicious to the Apoſto- 
lical Chair, and had ſetled contrary Definitions, 
confirmed by ſuch new and illuſtrious Argu- 
ments, as might, he thought, gain him ſome 
Reſpectat Rome. And in his Anſwer to Holſte- 
nius and the Roman Cenſure, and in alittle Book 
which he wrote to explain himſelf, and in a 
Schedale tender'd to the Romans, he deſires, That 
the Poſitions of the moſt celebrated Lawyers in 
the Gallicay Courts, which indeed reflected on 


the Apoſtolical Chair, might be compared with 


thoſe Defizitions, which amongſt ſo many Magi 
ſtrates and Theologues he was the fi Aſſertor 
of, and he doubted not but he ſhould be ſuffici- 
ently vindicated from the Reproach of Defending 
the Gallican Liberties, or of caſting the leaſt con- 
tempt on the Roman Chair. He would inculcate 


this, 
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this, and therefore tells us, that the moſt Eminent 
Authors in-:France, who were of the Roman Com- 
munion, ſuch as Carolns Molineus, Faucheting y 
Paſquierins, Pitheus, Hotmannus , Servinus , and 
other Aﬀerters of the Gallicas Liberties taught 
=_ contrary unto him : For *twas aſlerted by 
them, | 


1. © That the Roman Pontifts never exerciſed 
* any Authority in the French Church, before the 
*\ixth Century. | 

2. © The King alone, and not the Pope , did 
'*preſide as Head of the Galican Church. 

3- © That the Pope has no power to make Laws 
*to oblige the French. | 

4. © That the Pope may be Depoſed a dignitate, 
& a ſede, ithe be guilty of any great ſcandal. 

5- © That the Pope may not, on any pretence 
* whatſoever, make Laws , or diſpenſe with 
ow contrary to the Canons of General Coun- 

Cils, | 

6. © That the Liberties of the Gelzcan Church 
* conſiſt in the uſe of the Antient Right compre- 
* hended in the old Canons, and that it belongs 
*to the Higheſt Courts in Fraxce to reſtore that 
*uſeby Parliamentary Decrees, or Arreſts. 

7. * Thatifthe Pope will not accomodate him- 
<ſelf to the Regal Conſtitutions, the French have 
-aRight to ſer-up'a chief Patriarch. 

'8. That the-King may make Laws in mat- 
*ters Eccleſiaſtical, and that fuch Laws are of 
*the ſame force and:ſtrength-with thoſe: in Ci- 
90 Alles © 30 1 i! i bf 209 , oats 

: E 9, * That 
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9. © That it belongs to the Supreme Courts 
© of France to determin, in matters of: Appeal ab 
© abuſ, and to judge in a Principal matter, that is 
6 Eccleſiaſtical, as has been oft done in their 
© Courts. 


In theſe Poſitions we have a full account of the 
Gallicaw Liberties , agreeable to what was De- 
creed by the Councils of Coxftarce, and Baſil , and 
confirm'd by the Pragmatic Sanition, But theſe 
are oppos*'d by Peter ds Marca, and contrary Po- 
fitions Eſtabliſhed by him, to the Exaltation of 
the Prerogatives of the Roman Chair, 

And this was agreeable $0 the defign of the 
Arch-biſhop, who undertook to reconcile the dif- 
ferences between the French Church and the 
Church.of Rowe, a noble , but very difficult, en- 
terprize, which he ſaw could not be done | by en- 
tring on the Merits of the Cauſe, and therefore all 
matters of Diſpute he wav'd, and contented him- 
ſelf with giving an Hiſtory of matter of FaQ, with 
ſome new Interpretations of ſome paſſages of An- 
tiquity, leaving many things doubtful, that, ifpoſ 
fible, he might :eſcape'both Scy/a and Charybais. 
Which deſign that he might the more effeQtually 
compaſs, he in the firſt Tome of his Works falls 
in with the Coxcordate, that was more pleaſing to- 
Rome than the Pragmatzyc | SanQtian, -but not pleaſ- 
ing enough ; and:t>erefore ome atRome were great-= 


ly diſguſted with him (tho' Marinonens, a Man of 


excellent Learning, thought it deſerv*d highly from 
the Apaſtolici.Seat.) : and .as Dr. Sherlock truly 
faith, kept him long out of his Biſbopric ; for 
P01 oO E- he 
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he could find no favour at Rome until he had 
colle&ted out of his writing, thoſe Propoſitions 
that were deſtructive to the Gallican Liberties , 
and had ſubmitted. his Book . to the Roman Chair, 
which he mentions in the very Title of his little 
Book, to which wasalſo added [ Reges Canonum 
Cuſtodes , non vero Auttores ] defiring that it 
might be conſidered, that when he publiſhed his 
Book he was of another Profeſſion, of which , 
none had written ſo much for the Rights of the 
Roman Church, as he had done; but now being 
of the Clergy, he ſolemnly promis'd to approve 
himſelf an Aﬀerter and Defender of the Prero- 
gatives of the Apoſtolical Chair, and offer'd four 
Arch-biſhops and eight of the moſt eminent 
Biſhops in Frarce to undertake for him ; and after 
this he finds favour at Rom? and is in great eſteem 
with the Pope, and at*laſt is honour'd with the 
Arch-biſhopric of Parz. 

This isa true account of this affair as any one 
may ſee, who will conſult Bal#zizs*s Life of de 
Marca, De Marca's Antlwer to Holftenins, and the 
Roman Cenſure, his little Book written on rhis 
occaſion, a Schedule tendered to the Romaniſts, 
and his Letters to Cardinal Barbarizi, and Pope 
Tzynocent the Tenth, all which are : rinted with 
De Marca's Book [ De Concordia, Sacerdotii & Im- Fdit. Paris, 
perii, ] So that the Propoſitions of De Marca 1559: 
which Dr. Sherlock hath impertettly Tranſlated, 
as a Scheme of the French Liberties, are in Truth 
an Account of De Marca's own Judgment as it 
_ was oppoſite unto, and deſtructive of the Gallicax 
Liberties. 
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It was, I muſt acknowledge, an unlucky caſt of 
the Doftors Eye to pitch upon a paſlage ſo croſs 
to the thing for which he deſigned it ; for it's 
either as great a miſtake, or Miſrepreſentation as 
it's poſſible for a Man of Senſe to be guilty of, and 
whether the one or the other, it ought to be a 
Caurion to all Readers, how they take up any 
thing upon truſt from this Man , and I wiſh it 
may be a means to engage the Doctor: himſelf 
to more modeſty, and an abatement of his con- 


- temptuous way of writing (if he does write More) 


for the time to come. 3 
Having then removed this ObjeQtion, it's paſt 
doubt that the French are only for the Primacy 
of St. Peter's Chair, and againſt the Supreme 
Juriſdiction of the Roman Popes, and at this time 
the very Jeſuits in Frarce are tack'd about and 
fallen in with their Princein aſſerting the Rights 
of the Regalia to belong to the French Kings. 
And not only the Roman Catholics in Fraxce are 
of this perſwaſion, but in Germany, Spain, Portu- 
gat, Venice , they are of the ſame mind. Thoſe 
who will, may be at the pain of conſulting the 
many Writers of ſeveral Nations on this Subje& 
Collected by Melchior Goldaſtus : But for the ſake 
of the Church of Ezeland Clergy, 1 will inſert a 
few of the many patſages Arch-biſhop Brawbhall 
has, in his [ J«ſt Vindication of the Church of 
England ] obſery*d, who tells us, © That the firſt 
* Council of Piſa did not only fſubtra&t their 
© Obedience from. Peter de Luna, calling himſelf 
© Benedict the 13th. and Angelus de Coriario, calling 
© himſelf Gregory the 12th, But they Decreed , 
* that 
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&that it was lawful forall Chriſtians, and accord- 
* ingly did Command them, to ſubtraft their 
© Obedience from them , of which Council the 
*Council of _— was a continuation. The 
© Second Council of P:/a ſuſpended Falius the Se- 
cond from the Papacy, and Commanded all 
© Chriſt;ans to withdraw their Obedience from 
Chim. The former had the conſent of the Em. 
* peror, the /atter his Aſſiſtance and ProteCtion, 
as appearcth both by the ſolemn promiſe of 
© the Emperor's Ambaſſadors made in Coun- ' 
Ecil, and the acknowledgment of the Council it 
© ſelf. By the Concordates made between the Em- 
*peror and Princes of Germany, and Nicholas the: 
© Fifth, the Annates are in part remitted and ta- 
*ken away. And in the Year 1455, after the 
©Death of Nricholas the Fifth, the Germans be- 
© waiPd their condition to Frederick the Third, 7/ain. in life 
* and ſought to perſwade him, that he would no Y,” =_ 
© longer Obey the Roman Biſhops., unleſs they in comnena- 
* would at leaſt give way to the Pragmatical "i* 
© Sandtion for the maintenance of the Liberties 
© of the German Nation , like that of the French 
*King's for the Privileges of the Gallican 
« Church. 

*The Spaniſh King alſo in his Kingdom: of 
Sicily both by himſelf and by his Delegates, 
© whom he ſubſtitutes, with the ſame Authority 
*doth judge, and puniſh all Ecclefialtical Crimes, 
*Excommunicate, and Abſolve all Eccleſiaſtical 
* Perſons, Lay-men, Monks, Clerks , Abbots, 
© Biſhops, Arch-biſhops, yea and the Cardinals 


*themſelves which 1nhabite in Sczly. He _ 
| * Ters 
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© fers no Appeals, and admits no Nuxcio's from 
© Rome. And, whereas Barommus wrote bitterly 
© againſt it, affirming that upon pretence of Apo- 
© ſtolic Authority a grievous Offence is com- 
©mitted againſt the Apoſtolic See, the King of 
« Spain gives order, and accordingly Baronins his 
© Books are burnt publickly. Beſides the King of 
« Spain, when he pleaſeth, doth aſſume in his other 
< Dominions the ſelf ſame Power ; and in Ports. 
* zal the ſame has been done, and in Yerice too, 
yea and in Exglard ever ſince the Chriſtian Re- 
© ligion has been received. | 
' None of our Princes, who were of the Roman 
Catholic Communion , would yield unto the 
Pope any more than a Primacy, no not William 
the Conqueror, nor Wilism Rufus, nor any of 
their Succeſſors, unleſs Queen Mary ; and it's 


_ declared by A& of Parliament, that her Power 


was as Sovereign andas ample as any of her Pre- 
deceiſſors ; and it's obſervable, that when Pas! 
the Fourth revoked Cardinal Poo!”s Legatine 
Power, and deſigned one Petas to come Legat 
in his place, ſhe ſhut all the Ports of Ezgland a- 
gainſt all Meſſengers from Rome, and Command- 
ed all the Briefs and Bulls to be taken from the 
Bearers, and delivered unto her. All which ſuf- 
ficiently ſhews, that a very great part of thoſe 
whoare of the Roman Catholic Communion, do 
g0 no further than to yield unto the Pope. a Pri- 
macy for the ſake of Cathulic Union, and 
deny his having a Supreme Juriſdiction over the 
whole Church: And the Principle, thele go on 
in, is, and indeed muſt be the ſame with what 

the 
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the Councils of Conſtance and B:ſi have deliver'd, 
which, as I have ſufficiently prov'd, is the ſame 
with thole of Church of Ez /and Clergy , who 
undertake to prove the Diſlenters Schiſmatics, 
for {eparating from the Church of Exgland, 
wit {it they are bound by the Laws of Ca- 
thv!iic Communion to hold Communion wi:h 
H1er, 

| have ( you ſee) fairly ſtated their Notion, 
g.ving it for the moit part in their own words, and 
have as fairly repreſenced what a great part of 
the Roman Catholics hold, and which ſeems ro 
| be what my Lord of Condoms and the Engliſh Ro- 
man Catholicsare now for; and What unavoid- 
ably follows from the whole I have urg'd, is, that 
touching the Government of the Church, theſe 
Church of Exglind Gentlemen and the Roman 
Catholics do molt exaQly agree, tho? for Reaſons 
beſt known to themſelves the Engliſh Clergy 
would fain conceal it. 

Ina word the Church of Exeland Clergy ſeem 
to be convinc®d, that they cannot lay the charge of 
Schiſm. on Diiſenters, unleſs they prove the Dil- 
ſenters bound to hold Communion with her, and 
this they cannot do, they ſee, but by making the 
Catholics Church One Goverwd Society under the con- 
duCt of Oze Epiſcopacy, and that their Laws of 
Catholic Communion may oblige all the Inha- 
bitants within -this Kingdom- to Communicate 
with the Church of Ezglazd, and ſubmit unto the 
Epiſcopal Government, they are neceſfſicated to- 
form their notion ſo, as to make it exatly Ro- 
man Catholic : For they ground the Combina» 

LON: 
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tion of their leſſer particular Churches on the 


Laws of Catholic Communion , and ſo on a 
Divine Inſtitution, as a mean to obtain the Peace 
and Unity of the Catholic Church ; and aſſign 
{ucha Power unto the Catholic Biſhops 1n their 
College or Council Aſſembled in matters relat- 
ing to the Faith , Unity, and Reformation of 
Manners, in the Church, as neceſflarily leads 
them to a cloſure with the avowed Principles of 
the Councils of Coftance and Baſil about the Au- 
thority of General Councils, and the Primacy 
ofthe Roman Chair, and lo far juſtifie the Papers 
of his late Majeſſy concerning the Authority of 
the Catholic Church in matters of Faith and 


Reformation of Manners. And therefore in theſe 
great points they can never defend themſelves a- 


gainſt the Papiſts. All the Arguments they bring 


againſt Diſſenters may with more ſtrength be laid 


in againſt them by the Roman Catholic. For ac- 
cording to their DoCtrin the Biſhops of Spaizr , 
France, Italy, and Germany, being Biſhops of the 
Catholic Church, tho? ordinarily their power is 
confin'd to their particular Churches, yet having 
an Original Right with Relation to the whole 
Catholic Church, are bound by the Laws of 
Communion to reaſſume their Original Right, and 
Aſemble and Summon before them the Biſhops 
of the Church of Ezglazd, who, in their Opinion 
are fallen into a great Schiſm, and Hereſie; in 
which Matters, theſe Biſhops have a Dire& Au- 
thority over the Biſhops of the Church of Ezg- 
land, and may proceed againſt them, and Depoſe 


them and Ordain others in their Room, and ob- 


hge 
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lige the People to withdraw from the Commu. 
nion of the Depoſed Biſhops, in which caſe 
the Foreign Biſhops, being the Governing part, 
haveas much Authority over the Engliſh Bi- 
ſhops, as the Engliſh Biſhops have over Diſſen- 
ters in England, 


The larger the Combination of Biſhops, the 
greater is their Power and Authority : And 
therefore if the Engliſh Biſhops have a dire& 
Authority over the Diflenters in England, 1o has 
this greatec Combination of Biſhops over the 
Difſenting Engliſh Biſhops, ; and as the Eng- 
liſh Biſhops inſiſt on their Authority in Deciſt- 
on of Controverlies, and the Difſenter muſt 
ſubmit ; ſo may this greater College of Biſhops 


urge their Authority, and the Diilenting Eng- 


I:h Biſhops muſt ſubmit, and may not be ad- 
mitted to exerciſe their own Judgment, or pre- 
tend Conſcience there, no more than the Eng- 
liſh Proteſtant Diſſenter may do it here. 


It muſt be carefully obſerv'd, that by theſe 
Gentlemen the power is lodg*d with the College 
of Catholic Biſhops, and ſo long as the Church 
of England acknowledges the Biſhops of theſe 
Countries to be Catholic Biſhops, as now they do, 
they cannot queſtion their Power, #hat they 
mult acknowledge ; and by the Laws of Catho- 
lic Communion muſt obey a College of them, 
and appear before them, when ſummoned. The 
greatelt thing, that they _ with any pretence, 


ia(ut 


33 


- ro» LR 4 WI. 
- —n——_- 
= — - = 


Le A ee Ee ee Ee de EE i. 
A a _"_— ny PEP _ 
: ak 4 
_— 


* Nags 5 ao AT 2 
. X d he 


— 

— = . 
« 

. " ® 


34 4n Agreement between the Church of 


 infift on, is the j#ſ=eſs of their cauſe, of which 
they are no more y_ run een. pt before this 
College, than the Difſfenters are when-before 
theſe Biſhops here. Thus you ſee His late 
Majeſty conſidered what he wrote, and that 
his Papers have more ftrength in them than 
can be refuted by our Engliſh Clergy, unleſs 
they abandon thoſe very Principles, which 
they have taken up to: prove the Diſſenters 
Schiſmatics ; and this they cannot do, with- 
out a Virtual Acknowledgment, That with 
the Severity of divers Penal Laws they have 
been proſecuting the Proteſtant Diſſenter, for 
not cloſing with a Momentous Part of the Ro- 
man Catholic Religion, and for not ſubmitting 
unto a Roman Catholic Epiſcopacy. 


SECT. 
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An Agreement between. the Two Churches abogt Bl 
_ ſome of their Impoſed Terms of Communion ; + Me 
Their Miniſtry, Ceremonies, and Image- b 4 
TRE, ... | Wh 
HE Church of Englon's inſiſting on the | 
Laws of Catholic Communion, to oblige Wy |! 
the Diſſenter to fix with Her, can be of no ''IJÞ; 
force, unleſs ſhe. vindicates the, Terms of her oth 
Communion... For, no Divine -Law requires þ 
our communicating with That Part of | the | 
Catholic Church, which makes a compliance "FF 
with the leaſt Sin neceſſary thereunto. FEET 
This then, muſt be cleared up, the Innocen» \F& 
cy of -what ſhe makes a. neceſſary. Term of bt 
ommunion. But'thus much the Church of v4 
England cannot do, but by defending ſome o- 1 | 
ther parts of Popery ; for the very things ſhe "Tt 
enjoyns as neceſſary to Communion,are-no other |Y: 
than what are required by the Church of Rome. 4: 
The .. Agreements: may be; reduced to -cheſe F 
Heads: 1. The. Miniſtry, 2. Ceremonies. 3. Image= \ 
Worſhip. | lf 
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I. 
The Mimiſtry, 


Unto which all are required to ſubmit, is 
the ſame with that of Roman Catholics, and 
maintain'd by the ſame Arguments. 


1, Touching the Difference there is between 

a Biſhop, and a PresLyter, as amongſt the Papiſts 
ſome held, that they were of the ſame Order, 
_—_ only in Degree ; and others, that they 
were of aiftini# Orders: ſo among our Clergy, 
there were ſome, who in King James I.*s days, 
aſſerted, that Biſhops and Presbyters were of 
the ſame Order, but now it's carried for their 
being of two diſtin Orders. And altho' the 
Romazxiſts do not ſo much itick to the Divine 
Right of the Epiſcopal Order, as'to hold, that 
without a Violation of the Divine Law, a 
Presbyter cannot be entruſted with the Epiſ- 
copal I»ſignia, and Ordinary Juriſdition, yer 
it's theavowed Doftrin of the Church of Erg- 
land, That the giving the Power of conferring 
Orders unto a Presbyter, is ſo contrary to the 
Divine Law, that it's 7pſo fao null and void ; 
and 1n purſuance of this DoCEtrin, ſhe Re-ordains 
all thoſe, who have had only a Presbyter*s Or- 
dination , even whiPſt ſhe 1s againſt a Re-or- 
dination: So that herein the Church of Ezg- 
lapa exceeds the Severity of the Church of 
| Rome. 
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Rome. For altho? ſhe nulls the Proteſtant Re- 
form'd Miniſtry, yet it is not becauſe a Presby- 
ter's Ordination cannot be valid, but on other 
accounts. For the Ordination by Abbats Sove- 
reign, who are but Presbyters, is granted by 
them to be both Valid and Regular, they be- 
ing not only exempt from the Juriſdiftion of 
the Dioceſan, but have in themſelves Epil- 
copal Authority, . whereby they can Ordain , 
go , Suſpend, Excommunicate, and Ab- 
olve. 


Innumerable Inſtances of this kind we had here 


in Ezxgland before Henry VIII. ſuppreſſed the. 


Monaſteries, and Sacrilegiouſly alienated Church- 


Lands. And in the, Roman Territories to this 


very day, nothing more common. Which 
practice, as. it's Univerſal, ſo of great Antiqui- 
ty too; for ſeveral of the Northumbrian Billops 
received their Ordination from the Abbot of Hy, 
on their firſt embracing the Chriſtian Religion : 
And in Scotland the Government f the Church 
by Presbyters had it's riſe with the publiſh- 
ing Chriſt* 
very early, and ſo it continued for ſeveral hun- 
dred years, as is reported by the Hiſtorians of the 
Roman Catholic Communion. 


But this thing ſticks gm in the teeth 
of our Exegliſh Clergy, who know that if this be 
once granted, the Divine Right of their a4 
copacy, and the Arguments which are taken 


from. 


s Goſpel amongſt them, which was 
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from thence to oblige the Diſſenter to fix his 
Communion with them, is ſhaken. Two very 
great Men of this Church have therefore made 
it their endeavor to invalidate the: Authority 
of the Scorch Hiſtorians, and one of them hath 
found out a Biſhop in the Iland Hy, and the 
other has diſcovered a Forgery in the Char- 
ters of Privileges _ to the Abbots Sovereien, 
Whoever will confult my Lord St. Aſaph's Hifto- 
rical Account of Church.Government , Sir George 
Mech:nzy's Anſwer, and Dean S:illing fleet's pom- 
pours Rep'y to Sir George, and his Origines Britan- 
nice, will ſee what pains the Prelate and Dean 
have taken to impoſe their Miſtakes on the 
World, and with what little colour of Reaſon. 
However, ſuppoſing that theſe men are wiſer 
than all the Learned Antiquaries and Divines 
of the Roman Communion, than the Judicious 
Biſhops and * Archbiſhops of the Ezglifh and 
Scottiſh Churches, who: ſaw reaſon to give 
credit to theſe Hiſtorians; I will only take ſome 
notice of what is found in Hiſtories of uncontrou- 
lable Authority. PeY 


As to what my Lord St. 4/aph urges to prove 

a Biſhop at the Iſland 'Z, *tis only one line in 
my Lord Archbiſhop Uſher's Primordia, where 
"ris ſaid, That the Ulſter Annals do make mention 
of a Biſhop*s being in the little Iſle of Hy. From 
this paſſage my Lord infers, That there was a 
Biſhop at Hy, who did ordain, Presbyters, and 
confecrate thoſe Biſhops who were ſent ay 
tne 
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the Northumbrians, And it's remarkable, that 
this great Man, who rejeQs the Scotch Hiſto- 
rians , tho? univerſally received, doth put ſo 
much ſtreſs on one word in the U/fer Annals, 
that have been unknown to moſt part of the 
World, and which he himſelf never ſaw. But 
be ir ſo, that there was a Biſhop at Hy, how 
doth it thence follow that he reſided there as an 
Ordainer ? Is there one word to that purpoſe 
mentioned by Archbiſhop Uſer ? The contrary 
out of Bede is moſt maniteft, who aſſerts, That 
the Governor in Eccleſiaſficals at Hy was a 
Presbyter, under whole Juriſdiction the whole 
Province was, to whom the very Biſhops were 
in ſubje&tion ; for which reaſon Notkernus Balbu- 
tus doth affirm, That a Presbyter was the Pri- 
mate of all the 1-þ Biſhops; and altho? the 
Learned Archbiſhop corre&s Notkerms for ſaying 
that Ireland was the Province under Hy, yet he 
—_— that the Ps and their Biſhops were in 
ubjeCtion to the Presbyter, who was Abbot of 
Hy. Andis it likely that this Presbyter, who 
had ſuch a Power and Authority over all Biſhops, 
would defere ſo very much unto %em, as to re- 
ceive Orders from them? An unprejudic'd mind 
cannot eaſily embrace it. | 


And as for Dean S:illingfleet, who looks on 
all the Saxo» Charters of Privileges given to 
Abbies, as Monkiſh Forgeries, invented after 
William the Conqueror gave that Invid:oss 
Charter, as he calls it, to Barte/- Abby; the con- 
bet trary 


& 
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trary is moſt manifeſt, If we do but ſingle 


outthe Charters given to Gl:ftonbury, we ſhall 


have reaſon enough to believe, that. they were 


more Antient than the Conqueſt. Thus much 
ſome paſſages in Wiliam Malmsbury and the 
Chatter of Henry 2d, ſufficiently prove. As 
for Malmsbury, he is known to be a Man well 
learned for that Age, in which he flouriſhed ; 
a Curious Inquirer into Antiquity , who liv'd 
not long after the conqueſt, for he Dedicates 
his Hiitory de Geſt's Regum Anglorum to Robert 
the Natural Son of Hemry the firſt, and had 
great advantages to diſcover any Forgery, that 
could be made about a matter of this Impor- 
tance, within ſo ſhort a fime as the giving Bar- 
zail- Abby the Tnvidious Charter, and the Age 
in which Malmsbury did write. But yet this 
Judicious and Faithful Hiſtorian after the ut- 
moſt endeavour to know the Truth of things 
doth in his approved Hiftory [De Geſtis Regum 
Anglorum] mention ſeveral Charters given to 
Glaſtonbury by the Saxon Kings, in which their 
Privileges and Exemptions were as great as 
thole with which Battail-Abby was enriched 
by the Conqueror, which Malzz5bary would not 
have done had there been any ground to ſuſ- 
pe&t a Forgery. 


Beſides, Henry the 24. who was but Grand- 
ſon to Henry the firſt, Orders the making an 
impartial ſearch into Glaſtonbury Charters, and 
on the ſtricteſt Examination finds 'em very An- 

tient, 
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tient, even long before the Conqueſt, ahd as 
ſuch confirms them by his I»/pex:-us : So that 
we muſt ſuppoſe thoſe that were by his Majeſty 
Commanded to examin theſe Charters to be e1- 
ther very ignorant and unable to diſcover the 
Forgery, or very impudent indaring to impoſe ſo 


groſs a cheat upon their Prince,and all the Biſhops 


aſleep or unconcerned for their Order, that no 
one of them ſhould acquaint the King with it. 
I deny not but there may be an Addition of 
ſome Monkiſh Garniture in theſe *{:harters to 
gain the greater Veneration from the common 
People, but that the forging whoie Charters, 
wherein great Privileges were granted, and a 
mighty encroachment made on the Epiſcopal 
Juriſdiction, pretending ſo much Antiquity, even 
when they could not but abound with CharaQ- 
ers of their being but of yeſterday, and noone 
able, or willing to unveil the Villany, is a 
thing very hard to be credited by any but the 
Deans Diſciples. 


Thus you ſee how vehemently theſe two great 
Men ſtrive to appropriate all Valid Ordinations 
to the Epiſcopal lmpoſition of Hands ; whereby 
they ourdo the Roman Catholic in the ſeverity of 
the Cenſure they paſs on the Ordinations made 
by Presbyters, andyjoyn with them in Unchurch- 
ing all Proteſtants but themſelves, as their mouth 
Mr. Dodwel, who ſpeaks out, afſures us, when 
he affirms, that for want of an Epiſcopal Ordi- 


nation the Reformed Churches abroad have no 
£ G Mint- 
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Miniſtry, no Sacrament , no Church, they are 
out of the Covenant of Grace and hopes of Sal- 
vation. 


And Dr. Sherlock, who cannot ſee the ten- 
dency of his own Principles, as they Damn all 
Proteſtants, yet is bold in acknowledging that 
he unchurches all the Engliſh Diſſenters, exclud- 
ing them likewiſe all hopes of Salvation. 


2. They agree alſo in aſſerting the Difference 
between a Biſhop and Presbyter, to be of an 
Immediate Divine Right. It's true, that thoſe, 
who are for the Divine Right of the Supreme 


 Jurisdiftion of the Pope, over the whole Catho- 


tic Church Viſible, dohold the Divine Right of 
Biſhops to be but mediate [mediate Papa; ] but 
the followers of the Councils of Coftaxce and 
B-fi are againſt the Supreme Uncontroulable 
Juriſdi&ion of the Pope, and for the zmmediate 
Divine Right of Epiſcopacy. And it's notorious 
from the Debates in the Council of Trex, that 
the French, Spaniſh, and many other Roman 
Catholics ftuck to their 7mmedrate Divine Right 
too, and the great Reaſon, why oppoſition was 
made by the Court of Rome againſt the imme- 
diate Divine Right of Biſhops, was an opi- 


.nion, that the Supremacy of the Pope could not 


be ſecured on the granting it. But Dr. Sher. 
lock has found out a Notion, which will be 
of great uſe to *em. For the Divine Right of 
a Primacy isa great ſtep to the Supremacy, _ 
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this the Doctor doth eſtabliſh conſiſtently e- 
nough with the immediate Divine Right of 


Biſhops. 1 


What is founded on the Laws of Catholic 
Communion (faith he) is a Divine Inſtitution, 
and the larger Combinations of Churches, and 
a Primate tor the preſerving the Peace and U- 
nity of the Catholic Church, is grounded on the 
Laws of Catholic Communion , and there- 
* foreon a Divine Inſtitution. This 1 confeſs the 
Dottor doth not expreſly carry any further than 
the Combinations of a National Church and 
Primacy. And yet from his grounding this 
Combination on the Laws of Catholic Com- 
munion, it naturally follows, that ſeeing the 
greater the Combination, the better is Catho- 
lic Communion prelerv*d, the largeſt Combi- 
nation is by the Laws of Catholic Communion 
moſt ſtrialy required , and more ſpecially 
grounded on a Divine Inſtitution, Now the 
largeſt Combination is what the Roman Ca- 
tholic is for, and if that,according to this DoQtor, 
be ſupported by a Divine Inſtitution a Prima« 
cy of one over this great combined Church be- 
ing for the ſecuring the Peace of the Church 
Catholic, muſt be-alſo grounded on the Laws of 
Catholic Communion, and therefore on a Di- 
vine Inſtitution. 


Thus you fee that our Engliſh Clergy-man * 


hath found out a Divine Inſtitution for the 


G 2 Popes - 
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Popes Premacy, confiftent with the Immediate 
Divine Right of Epiſcopacy : And his adding, 
that the Exerciſe of this Primates power, mult 
be under the Regulation of Eccleſiaſtical Canons, 
doth not contradict it ; for the Exerciſe of ever 
Biſhops power 1s to be regulated by Eccleſ. 
aſtical Conftitutions, whoſe power, according 
unto him, muſt ſtill be affirm'd to be ofan im- 
mediate Divine Right. 


Nec etlam But if the Doctor will have it, that his Pri- 
veriti ſumviri_ erate is but an Human Creature , I muſt add 
- #2 omni diſci- F - I 
elinarum genere That there are Papiſts of the ſame mind too: 
om hy in for, as Cardinal Contareze oblerves, many Learn- 
Cbriſtiane , . 9M. . . 
Thenlogie fu. © Men, and Eminent Divines affirm the Pri- 


dis illufres, macy of the Roman Pontuft to be but Hu- 


7n magno homt- man 
num conventn, 


aſſerere, hoc x ” 
jus Pontifics bumanum eſſe. De potell, Pontif, 


In a word, the Agreement between the Eng- 
liſh Clergy and the Romaniſt, about the im- 
mediate Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, 1s ſo full, 
and Authorities to confirm it, ſo many, that 

' an enumerating *em would be endleſs, and in 
a caſe ſo-plain, unneceffary. I will therefore 
be yet more particular in ſhewing, 


3- The Agreement there is between *em a- 
bout the Hzerarchy, which is made up of Arch- 
biſhops, Biſhops, Deans, Prebends, Can- 
ons, Arch-deacons, Chanrcellors, Officials., 

Com- 
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Commiſſioners, Prieſts, Deacons , _ &c. 


The talk of a Proteſtant Hierarchy, as if it 
formally differed from the Roman, even when 
both are ſetled on a Divine Right, is Ladicrows , 
and trifling. That the Men in Office are of 
Different Opinions in Religion, 1s of extrinſic 
conſideration to the Hierarchy, and can make 
no alteration in it; nor can a Difference be- 
tween ſome Laws obſerv'd by the Men in Office 
be ſufficient to make the Hierarchies of a dit- 


ferent kind. 


If the Order and the Offices 1n each Hierar- 
chy be the ſame, the Hierarchy 1s the ſame. 
And that there are the ſame Offices in both , 
is manifeſt ; there 1s no difference between a 
French, Spaniſh, or Engliſh Dean, Arch-deacon, 
Biſhop; and as their Offices are rhe ſame, ſo 
ts the Order that is among them. By Order 
I do not mean what the Roman Catholics do 
when they talk of *even Orders; but ſeeing 
there is a Government among(tthe Clergy, and 
thoſe other Officers, as Chancellors, &c. who 
make up the Hierarchy, there muſt be an Or- 
der amongſt them , which is ſecundum ſub, & 
ſapra, A Superior Governing and an Inferior 
Governed- part. The Hierarchy muſt, I ſay, 
beconiidered as a Body entire within it lelf as 
well as the Governing part of a larger Body Po- 
litic, There is, as Duarenus obſerves, Diſcipli- 


na Cleri as well as Diſciplina Populi, And-in 
this 
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this Senſe the Order is in both Hierarchies 
the ſame. The Subordination of- Officers 
the ſame , and in both we may go up from 
the Deacon by ſteps to the Arch-biſhop and Pri- 
mate. 


Compare the National Church of Exglazd 
with the French, or Spaniſh National Churches 
and the Order is the ſame in all. The Cazſes 
alſo which belong unto their Juriſdiction are in 
both the ſame, viz. Cauſes Teſtamentary and 
Matrimonial, &c. Beſides, the Laws, by which 
they exerciſe their Power, in both for the moſt 
part the ſame. For in Ezg/azd the Canons of 
General Council's and Holy Fathers, and the 
Decrees of the Popes of Rome, lo faras they were 
received in Henry 8ths. time, who was a Ro. 
man Catholic, and that is ſo far as they have 
been received within this Kingdom by Permil: 
ſion of our Kings , and as the People by a 
dayly Uſe have obliged themſelves unto %em. 
The Conſtitutions which have teen antient- 
ly ordain'd by the Popes Legates Ortho, and 0- 
thobon, on which John de Athon has written his 
Annotations, and by the Arch-biſhops of Can- 
terbury (who liv'd and died in the Roman Com- 
munion, ) and collected by William Lindwood, 
ſo far as they are not contrary to the King's Pre- 
rogative, and the Cuſtoms, and Statutes of this 
Realm, and all proceedings in Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts by theſe Laws the ſame. And the 
Power of the Higheſt Courts in France, Sicily, 


and 
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and Eveland, equally entire within it ſelf, and 
no further dependent on St. Perer*s Chair, than 
is juſtifiable by the Ezgl/ih Clergy-man's Divi- 
nity, who agree likewiſe in derivation of the 
Miniſterial Authority by Ordination, both from 
the ſame Sourſe. 


I. 
The Ceremonies, or External Worſhip, 


Unto which all are required to conform, 


are in the Engliſh Church of the ſame kind with 
thoſe in the Roman Catholic Communion. I will 
be but ſhort in ſtating this matter. 


The firſt Reformers of the Church of Exg- 
land did , it muſt be confeſſed, agree with the 
Nonconformifts , and diflered from the Papiſts, 
And the Argument which the Church of Exg- 
land Divines, and the Difſenter alſo , urg*d a- 
gainft the Ceremontous Worſhip ofthe Church 
of Rome, was this : 


All uninſtitated Worſhip, i Falſe, Superſtitions, 
and Idolatrous Worſhip. 


But the Romiſh Cerethonious Worſhip is uninſti- 
zurea, Ergo. = 


The 
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The Papiſts grant, that their Ceremonies 
in Ton:roverhe, are Atts of External Worſhip, 
and were \ery icnlible that there was no-expreſs 
Inſtitution 1n the written Word of God, en- 
joyning their Obſervance. They made it there- - 
fore their buſineſs to oppole the Major, which 
they did b: diſtinguiſhing between one ſort 
of External Worſhip and another; for they 
ſaid chat External Worſhi, might be conſidered 
either as Primary, or Secondary ; as Eſſential, or © 
Accidental , as Froper, or Improper ; and affirm- 
yide Bellarm, Ed, that all Primary, Eſſential and Proper Wor- 
de effe. $a- ſhip muſt be according to the Revealed Will 
212, -* of God, orelſe*rwas ſintul and ſuperſtitious, yet 
©& de Imag. not Idolatrous, fo long as it did ultimately ter- 
£45.13 , Minate on the True God. But as for that which 
uh. c.1.ng, Was Worſhip: Secundarily, Accidentally, or Im- 
Greg de Va- properly only, tho? not inſtituted, yer *rwas law- 
RS ful, as they endeavor to prove by giving ſeveral 
1 & queſt. :. Inſtances of uninſtitured Secondary Worſhip, 
punt 7. 4e0- which 1s lawful; . as, uncommanded Vows , 
Bellarm, 4 PFree-will Offerings , the keeping the Memorials 
Roman. Po» of God's Works, ſometimes by pitching Stones, 
tif, 1. 4+ Ce 17: ſetting up Pillars, by Set days, as the Feaſts of 

Purim, and ſometimes by the laying up the Enſigns, 
as Goliah's Sword, 1 


- 


. Furthefmore , Secondly., they diftinguiſh be- 
tween Corruptizg and Perfedtive Additions, .can- 
feſſing, That all Corrupting Additions to the 
Word of God are forbidden ; but then ae Ad- 

Itions 
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ditions in controverlie are not Corrupting. 
And they add, Thirdly, That tlig* they fall nat 

_ under a Particular, yet they' fall under & Gexc- 
rat Allowance; Let all things bs done decentiy, 
and in order; and, Be ye ſubjetÞ to the Higher 
Powers ; Submit your ſelves 'to them that have the 
Rule over you; whereby they are obliged to: the 
Obſervance of thoſe things that are not appa- 
rently contrary to the Word of God, 


But our old Reformers reje&ted all theſe Di- 
ſtinQions as Unſcriptural, and conſequently in- 
ſufficient to their purpoſe; affirming, That 
God alone was the Author of Acceptable Wor- 


ſhipz and that what was not commanded in. 


the written Word of God was forbidden by the 
. Second Commandment. But this gave occaſion 
to the Controverſie between the Church of 
Exgland and the Proteſtant Dillenter. For the 
Ditſenters were of Opinion, That the retained 
Ceremonies were as much parts of External 
Worſhip, as the reje&ted Ceremonies. For 
which reaſon the Diſlenters uſed the ſame Me- 
dium againſt the Church of Ezg12z4, which the 
Church of Ezg/azd uſed againſt the Roman Ca- 
tholic ; and formed their Argumeat thus : 


All uninftituted Worſhip is Falſe, Super oj 
and Idolatrous Worſhip. | perſt , 


But the Engliſh Ceremonies are a part of W, orſhip, 
and Uninſtituted, Ergo, = 4 
10 


Papiſt Miſre- 
preſ\. & Repr, 
Sect. 2 Go 
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| To this Argument they 1n the firſt place an- 
ſwered by denying the Minor. And the Diſ- 
ſeater made it his endeavor to prove, That the 
controverted Ceremonies were parts of Exter- 
nal Worſhip, which at laſt they did: with ſuc- 
ceſs, to the conviction of the Church of Exg- 
land Clergy, who found themſelves neceſlitated 
to grant the Mizor, and to fall in with the Ro- 
man Catholic, in denying the Major, and to 
that end made uſe of the ſame DiftinEtions and 
Anſwers which the Roman Catholics did ; 
yea, they at length grew bold, and gave the 
ſame Definition of a Ceremony which the 
Church of Rowe did, | 


<0 rag of Thus Dottor Covel, a great Aſerter of the 
vezon.- Ex. Engliſh Ceremonies, gives us the ſenſe of the 
Church of Exglard, in Cardinal Bellarmin's 

own- words, as near as an Engliſh Tranſlati- 

on can well. be toa Latin Original. Bellarmin 

Bellarm. de ef- defines a Ceremony thus: Ceremonia eſt aitas 
felt. Sacra ternus Religionis, qui non aliunde habet laudem, 
miſt quia fit ad Dei honorem ; which is exaQly 

tran{lated by Cove/, who makes no mention 

of Belarmine , when in his. Controverſie with 
Diſſenters he defines Ceremonies thus : Ceye- 

monies are all ſuch things as are the External 

Atfts of Religion, which have their Commenada- 

tion and Allowance from no other Cauſe, but only 

that in God's W tn they are Vertuous Further- 

ances of his Honor. More particularly , A Ce- 

| | remony 
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remony is, faith Bellarmin, Adtus. extermus 
imterno reſpondens, que non aliunde eſt ba- 
na, niſi quia fit ad Deum colendum : Or as 
Covel, a Ceremony is an external AQ anſwer. 
ing the Internal, which is nc otherwiſe good 
and commendable than that it vertuouſlly ſery- 
eth to the inward Worſhip of God. It is an 
Outward Expreſſion of Inward Worſhip. Yea, 
Secondly, it 1s a Vertuoms Furtherance of Inward 
Religion, which is for the Honor of God. It 
is apt to ſtir up the mind of Man to the Re- 
membrance of his Duty unto God, by ſome 
notable and ſpecial ſignification whereby he 
_— be Edified: they are apt to inform us 
an 


put us in mind of our Duty , and to ee the An- 


excite us to perform it; and as it is in one 
of the Prefaces before our Book of Common 
| Prayer , Ceremonies are by ſome notable ſig. 
nification deſigned to ſtir up the dull minds 
of Men to the Remembrance of their Du- 


ty. 


Thus you ſee that there is an Agreement be- 
tween the two Churches about the Nature 
of a Ceremony ,, which is by both Churches 
made a part of External Worſhip, it's no won- 
der therefore , it they uſe the ſame Media to 
defend them as indeed they do; Whoever will 
compare DoCttor Morton , and Burgeſs with 
' the Roman Catholic writers, may with much 
clearneſs {ee the Truth of this. Or let us but 
conſult the Papiſt _—_— and Repreſent- 

2 


ed, 


ſwer to 5:clias- 
Inquireudum. 


Pag, 105. 
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ed, and we ſhall meet with Tuch paſſages as + 


theſe, © The Church determins ſeveral Rites and 
© Ceremonies to be obſerved, for more Decency, 
* greater Solemnity, and that by ſuch Exterior 
* helps, the minds of the Faithful may bermoy*d: 
* to the Contemplation of the Sacred Myſteries, 
*and rais'd more ſenſibly to the Apprehenfion. 
© of the Majeſty of God, in whoſe honor all 
*is perform'd ; They look upon themſelves 
*bound to allow and embrace all theſe things. 
© without Reluctancy or Oppoſition , always 
* thinking that to be moſt proper, which is 
Finſtitured by ſach who have the Rule over 
*them. Here you may ſee the deſign and in- 
tendment of the Popiſh Ceremonies, and the 
Reaſon of the Peoples Compliance with them, 
And what doth the Church of Ezglazd An- 
{werer ſay to all this ? It is in theſe words, 
©His Diſcourſe on this head is againſt thoſe who 
* refuſe to obey their Superiors 1n things, not ex- 
© preſs in Scripture, which 15s no part of our Con- 
* troverſie with them. And then adds, © But yer 
©there are ſeveral things about their Ceremo- 
*nies we are not ſatisfied in. As 1. The 


* mighty Number of them. But according r& 


his tormer conceſſion, are not the Governors of 
the Church empowered to command what is 
not expreſſed in Scripture, and are not they the 
proper Judges? 2. The Efficacy Attributed t9 
them without any Promiſe from God , whereas we 
own n0 more but Decency, and Significancy. But 
I Anſwer, r. You own that they are for the 

SHIT IE 
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Stirring up our D#i minds, and ſo far there is 
efficacy Attributed to them. 2. The Papiſts 


(if we may believe Bel/armiz) do not Attribute j; 


the ſame Efficacy unto their Ceremoxtes, which 
they do to their Sacraments, T hat they only aſſert 
againſt the Heretics, © that it is lawful for the 
«Church, to inſtitute new Ceremonies , not 
© for Juſtification, but for other ends. And if 
they hold the Dottrins which are diſtinct from 
this, it's not to the purpoſe, it being manifeſt, 
that ſo far you agree with the Romaniſts. 
Now thoſe, who ravel into the Controverſie 
about Image Worſhip, as manag'd by the Pa- 
piſts, will find ſome of that Communion to 
make their Images nothing more than fſignifi- 
cant Ceremonies, for the exciting and ſtirring 
up their dull minds to the Remembrance of 
their Duty and to the Worſhiping God with 


the greater Reverence and Afﬀettion. There 


are, I muſt confeſs, difterent Apprehenſions a- 
mong the Roman Catholics about the uſe of [- 
mages in their Churches. Drnrandzus, Holcor , 
and Miranaula are by ſome judg'd to agree in 
cheir Oppoſitions againſt the Thomiſts, and yer 


by others are ſuppoſc<d to differ among them- 


ſelves about Imge Worſhip. Gregory de Valen- 
7/4 aſſures us, that Picus Mirandula, Percſins de 


Atala, and Catharinus deny Images to be Wor- 
ſhiped with the Reverence that 1s due to the - 


Frototype, as. terminating objeas. And that 
Durandus, with whom Alphonſus a Caſtro agrees, 
holds that the Images of God and Chrift are 

| not 
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not to be worſhiped with Latria in a proper ſenſe, 
but 7mproperly ; which diſtin&tion, according to 
Bellarmine's Explanation, doth make Duraxads's 
way to be much the ſame with what many of the 
T homiſts eſpouſe, when they ſay that Lazria is to 
be given to the Image, not properly, as unto God, 
but improperly, as unto the Repreſentation of 
God. Azorizs brings in Alexander, Holcot, Du- 
randus, and Miranaula, as agreed. But notwith- 
ſtanding the many different Opinions there are 
about theſe things, when I read the Reaſonings 
of Holcot and Mirandala, I am induc'd to believe 
that they are againſt the rendring Latria, or Di- 


vine Worſhip, tothe Images of God and Chriſt, 
m any ſenſe. | | 


Ferrarienſis, a great Thomiſt, gives us the 
Arguments of theſe two Great Men, which 
he anſwers, and they are theſe : Holcor faith, 
That the Image of Chriſt is not to be wor- 
ſhiped with Latria, becauſe Latria belongs 
to God alone; but no Image is God: And 
whoſoever th#s worſhips any thing beſides 
God, doth thereby confeſs, That he makes 
ſomewhat beſides God to be God. For to wor- 
ſhip any thing with Latria, is to make That 


a God. 


Miranaula argues thus: The Image, as 
ſuch, is diſtin& from its Exemplar ; and there- 
fore if, as /ach, it terminates the Worſhip of 
Latria , it unavoidably follows, That fome- 


what 
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what beſides God is worſhiped with Latriz. 
Again, faith he, If the Image and the Proto- 
type make up One Total Object of Worſhip, 
either the very Image, which is Ezs creatuns 
reſpeftivum., is. one part of this Total Obje&, 
or not : If the former, then ſome Created Be- 
ing, which belongs to the Predicament of 
Relation , doth , at leaſt partially, terminate 
the Worſhip of Latria, which ſeems to be con- 
trary to. the Catholic. Faith : If the later , it 1d 
cannot be ſaid, That the One Total Obje& of vw 
Latria is made. up of the Image and the Ex- | t 
emplar. Theſe Arguments do fully convince + 
me, That they are againſt the worſhiping 
the Image of God and Chriſt with Lazrza, | 

_ either Properly, or Improperly ; either per ſe, or 'F 
per azcidens , propter y4 or propter aliud, And | |\ 
that the only Uſe they made of theſe Images $1 
was to raiſe their minds towards Heaven , to | 
the end they might there honor Chriſt. So | | $4 
that Images are to them of the ſame Uſe that 'T; 
Tapers and Incenſe are; the firſt to repreſent See Papilt 
our Saviour, who came to enlighten the world ; Miſrepreſ. & 
the other to mind the People, that their Hearts EY Ow 
and Prayers ſhould, like the Smoke, aſcend: 

direQly to Heaven ; and in like manner, the 

Images of Chriſt to be memorative Signs, ſtir- 

ring up their dull minds to worſhip him. And 

ſo | .n 4 with the Lutherans, to make their Ima- 

ges but ſuch ſignificant Ceremonies as are en- 

Joyned by the Church of Ezglaxd, 


II. The 
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Anſwer toa 
Papilt prote- 
{ting againſt 
Proteitant 
Popery, p.SI. 


An agreement between the Church of 


HI. 


The Agreement about Inage-Worſhip. 


We are told by a Church of Enzland Di- 
vine, in his late Diſpute with: the Author of 
the Papiſt Miſrepreſented and Repreſented, © That 
© to pay the External Acts of Adoration T O, 
*or BEFORE, or IN PRESENCE of 
© a Repreſentative -ObjeQ, as. repreſenting, is 
© the very ſame thing, it is all one kind of Wor- 
* ſhip, becauſe the Formal Reaſon is the ſame 
© in both, and that is the Repreſentation : When 
©I bow TO the Image of Chriſt, I bow TO 
*it as repreſenting Chriſt to me, who is the 
© ultimate Obje& of my Worſhip: When I 
bow BEFORE, or iz the PRESENCE 
* of the Image, I do the ſame thing, tho? I 
* give ita zew Name. IT bow before it, as repre- 
*ſenting Chriſt to me, as if he himſelf were 
*there perſonally preſent in the Image : When 
<1 bow to the lmage, I donot bow to theWood or 
*Stone, but to Chriſt as repreſented in the Image. 
*When I BOW 70 Chriſt before the Image, Ido 
© the ſame thing. Thus you ſee, that to bow to 
Chriſt before the Image, 1s the ſame with bow- 
ing TO the Image, according to this Gentle- 
man's Dorin. But what follows from all this? 
Nothing leſs than that the Church of Exglarnd 
Clergy do bow, and giveReligious Worſhip T O 

a 
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1 

a Creature, T O' Bread. For it's well known, {1 
that thoſe who oppoſe the DeQrin-of Tra»ſub- | 
antiation, do vehemently affirm, That the Sub. ; 
Rance of the Bread is the Image of Chriſt's Body; 


that it*s not only a Memorative, but a Repreſent - | fy 
;ng Sign; and that Chriſt is there Really, tho? not i 
Corporally preſent. And, as another DoQtor of piconrſe a- Th 
the Church of Ezeland oblerves, * The Doctrin of g2iniiTrar{ub. 1 
© the Corporal > won Chriſt was ſtarted upon * ©” ' 


«occaſion of the Diſpute about the Worſhip of Ima- 
< 9es, 111 oppoſition whereto the Synod of Cor- 
© ftantinople, about the year of Chriſt DCCL, 
< did argue thus, That our Lord having left us ' 
© no other Image of himſelf but the Sacrament, in Pl 

< which the Subſtance of Bread is the Image of his 
© Body, we ought to make no other Image of our p! 
£Lord. In anſwer to this Argument, the ſecond f $4 
© Council of Nzce, in the year DCCLXXXVII, 'P 
<< did declare, That the Sacrament after- Conſe- 
* cration is not the Image and Antitype of Chriſt's 
'< Body and Blood, but is properly his Body and 
<Blood. So far the Doftor. To this ler us add, 
'That the Church of Exg/azi has enjoyned Bow- 
ing or Kyeeling at . the reception of the Lord's 
Supper, for a ſignification of our humble axd grate- 
ful acknowledgment of the benefits of Chriſt therein 
gives to all worthy Receivers, and for avoiding ſuch 
Profanation ad Ditorder i» the holy Communion, 
as might otherwiſe enſue. So that Kneeling is ex- 
prellive of the Inward Reverence of the heart to 
Chriſt, and ſois an ACt of Religious Adoration. 
The Kneeling then BEFORE the Sacramental 
I Signs, 
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Signs, is the ſame with kneeling TO them. 
Bowing before them is the ſame with bowing 
UNTO them. A worſhiping before them, 
the ſame with giving a Religious Worſhip to 
them ; which ſufficiently ſhews, That in One 
Great Inſtance the Church of England retains. 
the ſame kind of Image-worſhip with the Roman 
Catholics, and ſo far are agreed with them. 


And whereas the Defender of the Church 
of England againſt the Papiſt tells us , 
That no man kneels TO the Sacrament, 
but only receives the Sacrament kneel- 
ing ; it's manifeſt, x. That the Sacrament is an 
Image of Chriſt, and that Chriſt is really preſent 
there. 2. That they do kneel before, or ix preſence 
of the Sacrament, conſidering it as a Sacrament 
in Au exercito, and that 1s, as repreſenting ; and 
if,as thisGentleman will have it, to worſhip Chriſt 
before, or in preſence of his Image, be the ſame 
with giving worſhip unto it, they do kneel to 


' the Sacrament, and worſhip it. Ay, but zf rhe 


Anthor of the Papiſt miſrepreſented, &c; canzot di- 


ftinguiſh between an att of Worſhip to the Sacrament, 


& a devout poſture of receiving it,yet the meaneſt Son 
of the Church of England ca. Anſwer, No doubt 
but the meaneſt Sons of the Church of Exgland 
are hugely Learned, and can ſee further into a 
Myſtery, than either a dull Papiſt-er Proteſtant 
Difſenter can. But good Dr. remember your 


.own DoCtrin, and then tell us, whether Kneel- 


ing be not an At of Worſhip. ls it not to.ex- 
preſs, 


— A ————— 
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preſs humble thanks for Chriſt's benefits and 
ro avoid Prophanation ? And can it be expreſ- 
ſive of all this, and yet be no a& of Worſhip ? 
You tell us, that bowing before other Images 
15an Att of Worſhip, and how comes it to be 
leſs ſo when before this Image ? What is ir 
that makes a Papiſt's Kneeling before an Image 
more an AQof Worſhip than the Kneeling of 
a Son of your Church, and why may not the 
Papiſt as well ſay he Kneels not to the Image ; 
That he Prays only to God before it kxeeling ; 
as you ſay, that you Kneel not to the Sacrament 
but only receive it Kneeling ? But he goes on, 
why does he not as well ſay that when we Keel at 
Prayer , we Worſhip the Common-Prayer-Book , 


which lies before us , and out of which we Read, 


as that we Worſhip the Bread, when we Receive, 
and Eat it with Devout Paſſions upon our Knees ? 
This Gentleman ſure doth think this to be a 
knotty Queſtion, and not Anſwerable, for he 
ſeems to urge it with ſome Triumph; but, if 
he would conſid.r, that the Common-Prayer- 
Book is no Sacrament , no Repreſenting Sign, 


no Image, and that th: Bread before which he . 


Kneels is, there would be no great difficulty in 
his Queſtion. The one is a Kneeling before an 


Image, and ſo isnot the other. 


I might be very large in the Proſecution of 
this Point, bat it's not neceſſary. Enough has 
been ſaid to ſhew the Apreement there 1s be- 


tween the Church of Ezz/and Clergy and the 
| i 2 Roman 
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Roman Catholic about their Miniſtry , the Na-. 
ture: of Ceremonies, the Arguments for them, 
the Reaſons why Diſſenters ought to ſubmit 


unto them, and about Image-worſhip. I will - 


thereforeonly add what a great Biſhop of the. 

Church of Ezgl/and reports concerning the Pray- 
| | ers of the Church of Erg/azd and it's this, 
_—_ ti; There is nothing in our Prayers, but what hath 
ordiamur, quid © been approv'd by the Popes themſelves, and 
randen in ills © taken out of the Liturgies of the moſt holy Fa- 
ray Ho © thers, which is ſo very true, that ſome of the: 
Poniificis pro- * Popes would have approved of that Form of 


extam, Geﬀx © Holy Offices which we uſe, would we but 
ſantiſſimoram , 2 

parrum Licur- © acknowledg his Authority: 

giis pettum? . - | 

Quod uſque adeo verum eft, nt quidim ex ipſis Pontificibuis Romanis Formulam illam $4- 
crorum officiorum,” qua nos utimur, probare volueris, modo mos ex ejus Authoritate bac 


in re pendere voluiſſemus. Davyerant. determ. 27, 


The truth of this Agreement between the 
two Churches has been ſo very obvious to ſome 
great Men of the Roman Communion, that 
they have applauded thole of the Engliſh Cler- 
gy, who wrote againſt Diſſenters, as excellent 
Defenders of the Catholic Cauſe. William 
Reynolds the Jeſuite affirms , that Arch-biſhop 
Whitgift againſt Cartwright has defended the 
Catholic Cauſe , and in his Writings againſt 
Whitaker makes great uſe of Whitzifts Book. 
Scultingius, and Stapleton give the ſame Char- 
ater both ofthe Writings of MWhirgift , and his 
Succeſſor Bancroft againſt the Puritans'; and 
Grerzer Triumph's in Saravia's, and) Sutclifs de- 
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fence of the Epiſcopal Authority: And Hookey for the Ser- 


vice he did the Church of: Rome, in his Writings for the 
Worſhip, and Diſcipline of the Church of Ezglazd has had 


the praiſes of the Romaniſts, as Mr. Walton in his life has 
obſerv'd 3; which was no more than what Dr. Kzze, ſome- 


time Biſhop of Chicheſter, was acquainted with, as he ex- 
preſſes it ina Letter to. Mr. Walton, ©Iam glad, faith the 
i Biſhop, that you mention how much value Robert Stapleton, 
Pope Clement the 8th. and other Eminent Men of the Ro- 
*miſh Communion have put on this Book, having been 
' told the ſame.in my Youth by Perſons of worth, that have 
(travell'd Italy. | 


— — _— 


Th Neceſſity of an Agreement between the 
_ Church of England and the Church of 
" Rome, evmced from the Nature and Con- 


- ſtntution of a National Church Epiſcopally 
CEEATISCS | - 


\O ſhew the neceſſity'of an Agreement between the 
1 Church of Exgiayd (as now; Eſtabliſhed, according 
to yaur preſentand avowed Conkitation) with the Church 
of Rowe, | ſhall only diſcuſs the following Queſtion. 
Whether the aſſerting of' the Subordination of Paſtors in 
tbe.Church, doth not. by all:good conſequence neceſlarily in- 
 fexthe Sppremagy of; an QecumenicorUniverſat Paſtor... 
:Toexplajna little the Forms:of the Queſtian; x, Church 
_— : is 


62 The Neceſſity of an Agreement between the 
is a word that the men of our Age are moſt egregiouſly 
cheated in, it's needful therefore to ſpeak a little to it : The 
proper [ignihcation of Church is a Congregation or Aﬀſembly, 
23nd all that know the uſage of the word izxArwaiz, both in 
Claſſic Authors, and in the New Teſtament, can'*c with any 
fairneſs deny it. It's not my Province now to enlarge here, 
but to proceed to the matter in hand, and ſpeak to this point, 
according to the Sentiments and Profeſſion of cur Proteſtant 
Prelaies and their Followers. And accordingly we muſt di- 
ſtinguiſh between « Churchand the Church ; a Church is any 
particular Church, as the Church of Ezgland, or of Fraxce, 
or Spain; a National, A or Provincial Church': But 
when we ſpeak of the Church, we mean Emphatice, and xg) 
£20x4, the moſt large, eminent, and comprehenſive Church, 
and hence it belongs to the Catholic Church only. And there- 
fore men are molt groſly impoſed upon by an Amphiboloyy, 
when they are frighted into Conformity & SubjeQion to the 
Impoſitions ofany particular Church, upon ſuppoſition that 
the Laws and Conſtitutions ofthis or that particular Church, 
viz, of England or France, &c. (however they differ from, 
or are contrary to the Catholic Laws and Conſtitutions) are 
the Laws, Conſtitutions, and Eſtabliſhments of the Church, 
: 7. e. the Catholic Church, as the people do for the molt part be- 
' lieve, when they are but the Laws and Canons of one par- 
ticulir, and it may be independext Church. How this blind 
Obedience -hath of late prevailed, is not unknown to the 
moſt conſiderate Obſervators, That when any National 
Church willrend it ſelf from the Catholic, and fet up inde- 
pendently for it ſelf, it preſently aſſumes a Papal and Legil- 
lative 'ower unto it ſelf, enforcing all that it commands up- 
on the people with this Sham, The Church commands and re- 
wires it, It's manifeſt how many poor ignorant Creatures 
have been bugbear'd out of their Conſciences and Religion, 
| Manhoed 
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Manhood and Wits, of late years by this Scare.crow ; and 
others, witha little addition of Penal Laws, robb?®d of their 


Liberties, Eſtates, and Lives ; and it's becauſe they will 
not obey the Charch: And when all comes to all (things be- 
ing duly weighed) they are but the Uſurping Magiſterial 


Dittates of 4 Church, National, Provincial, or Dioceſan ; - 


of ſome Hermophroditic Church or other, partly Papiſt, and 
partly Proteſtant, - | | 
The Catholic Church, in all true logical acceptation of 
words, is the Church, according to the old and true Rule, 
Equivocum per fe poſitum, ſtat pro famoſiori ſignificato ; the 
Emphatis always putting the Equivocal word upon the moſt 
Noble, Largeſt, and Geaerical Signification : For, unleſs 
this be mens meaning when they found their Mandates on 
the Church, their Bow is too weak to ſend home the Arrow 
to the Mark; for the Mandates of a particular Church 
reach but thoſe who voluntarily become her Members, 
by cohabitation (according to ſome) and voluntary profe{- 
ſed SubjeCtion,according to others ; whereas the Commands 
and TnjunEtions if ſuch may be had) of the Catholic Church, 
reach and extend themſelves to all Chriſtians whatever, in 
all parts of the World, being every one individual Members 


of that Church. Beſides, tho? particular Churches are to 


be obeyed in their Subordznate place and kind, yet no one of 
them are to be obeyed as the Church, the Supreme Govern- 
ing Church, but as « Churchonly, a particular, ſubordinate, 
and dependent Church ; but when they become izdependent, 
and broke off from their due Subordination and Concatena- 
tion to the Cazholic, they are to be look'd upon (according 


I tothe true Principles of Proteftant Biſhops) to be Heteroge- 


neous, Independent, and Schiſmatical. 

| 2. By Subordination of Paſtors we underſtand the Stand- 

ig of ſeveral men in diſtintt Orders, or Degrees of Office, 
' @1e: 
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one above another, or under-another; in-Subordinate Ranks; 
the Terms of | which Subordination is Suprems & Infinus. 
All the differences in the World-aboutiChurches and Paſtojs 
may be referred to two forts of men ; They that contend for 
Sebordination of Churches and Paſtors, are one ſort ; and 
the other ſuch as contend for Co-ordination of Churches and 
Paſtors. All Perſuaſions agree: in this, that the Catholic 
Church is made up of particular Churches; but men differ in 
the manner of their Concatenation into one Body : One fort 
faith, That it is by Co-ordinate Union in one Spirit, Faith, 
Baptiſm, under Chriſt their Inviſible Head; the other Party 
do ſay, or are bound to ſay, (as will moreclearly appear af. 
terward) That particular Churches and Paſtors are concate. 
zated into a CatholicVilſible Budy by Subordination of one to 
another, from a Maximnm or Supremum quod fic to-a minimum 
quod fic, & Vice verſ4s, The Church-of Rome and England do 
unanimouſly agree in this, viz. That'the Supreme, moſt 
Comprehenfive, Viſible Church, is capable of an adequate 
Paſtor, next under Chriſt Supreme to all other Paſtors, ſub- 
jected Subordinately, and doth enfold and enwrap all other 
Viſtble Churches on Earth in the rank of Subordination, . 
e, g. The Catholic enfolds, and is nextly conſtituted and 
madeup of Patriarchates ; Patriarchates enfold, and are next- 
ly conſtituted or made up of Nariozal Churches ; fo Nationd 
of Provincial, Provincial of Dioceſan , &c. The Roman 
Catholics ſay (and that upon juſt reaſon, according to the 
Hypotheſis) that by the Rules in Subordination of Churghes 
and Paſtors, the Degrees in the aſcending part ought no 


where to ſtop, till we arrive at the moſt Catholic Viſible 


Church and Paſtor in the World. The Proteſtant Prelates 
and DoCtors, (who go not Dr. Sherlockt's way) do ſay, That 
thereareno Degrees of Subordination inthe aſcending part, 


above a National Church and Paſtor; and: break off Schiſ- 


matically 
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matically. from Catholic Communion by violating the Laws, 
and limits of ſubordination to' the. Catholic Church, and 
hereby whatever they may pretend and however prevari- 
cate with the People, it's moſt manifeſt they a to 
themſelves a Papal Fariſdittion, and in it's proper Nature 
no better than what they condemn the Papiſt for : They 
condemn the Papiſts for ſetting up a Catholic Supreme Pa. 
for, they ereCt a National Supreme Paſtor , both Church- 
es aſſerting Infallibitity in their way, the Church of Rome 
more plainly and dire&ly,the Proteſtant National Churches 
by inevitable conſequence ; for all Churches that puniſh 
others for not owning and ſubmitting to their DiQtates and 

Mandates, do thereby declare their own Infallibility there- 
in, for it's the moſt unjuſt and unreaſonable thing in the 
World for me to pretend to force another to believe and 
praiſe that which 1 am not aſſured to be truth, and 
which he may,and ought not to take upon my credit to be ſo. 

' 3. By an Oecumenic Paſtor, we mean the univerſal viſible 
ruling Head of the Catholic organized Church militant,in which 
all the Lines of Subordination meet; and however they. 
may divide themſelves in the deſcending part on ſeveral. 
Points of Individuation in particular Churches ; yet. they. 
muſt he ſuppoſed all to meet and concentrate in the Catho- 
lic Headſhip : Having thus plainly Explicated the Terms 
of the Queſtion propounded, I come to the Determination 
and aſſert it in the Affirmative, which ſhall be confirmed, 
with the enſuing Arguments, taken from the Principles 
of the Church of England's Clergy, for ſuch is the conſftiturti- 
on of that Church, Dr. Sheriocks Arguments do naturally 
flow from it. | 

Arg. 1. There is the ſame Politic Reaſon for an univer- 
{al Paſtor- that there is for any Subordinate Paſtor. that. 
hath: Paſtors ſubje&ed unto him ; -as to inftance'in a Prc- 

p K . VInado} 


# * "_ 3+ 
it» VF ct HR er. ter Or Pune ara —O AE HI no. &. SITES = = 
__ 6 "TY ; . IST" ; A X g , 


66 The Neceſſity:of an agreement between the 


vincigl Paſtor ruling his Dioceſan Biſhops, the chief Pas 
litic' Reaſon of the Provincials Power Þ. Jeri De: 
termination of Fcclefiifpical Canſes, Regulation of Abuſes, Coy- 
ſecration of Biſhops, Unity, Order ana Uniformity among his 
Clerzy and Laity, &c. By the ſore Palitic, Reaſon, tho 
in a higher Sphere of SE Non | Government, is a_ Pre- 
mate'or Metropolitan requilite to preſide over. all the Na- 
tional Church , conſiſttng next of Provincials, they of 
Dioceſes made up of Pariſhes, for the uniting all in one 


- common National Head, for the maintaining a National Uni- 


formity, and for the extermination ( as, the «{tinmm refugi-. 
am) of all Faftion and Schiſm out of the whole, Church. 
0 rule' next 'and more. immediately over ghe Proyineuals, 
to bind them together as principium unitatis nationalis, and 
thereby naturally to produce a National Order. and. unifor- 
mity ; yea moreremote and influeatially, to.diſpoſe;and ma- 
nage all other ſubordinate: Biſhops and, Prieſts, in the; ſaid; 
Church'ro the good Ends and Purpoſes mentioned in:order 
to the common good. Hence proceeds that harmonious 
Agreement of all the Clergy , and, comly Concatenation of 
all Eccleſiaſtical limits, from the higheſt to the loweſt, yea 
to” him' therefore. and his High Commiſſion Courts, all: Ap- 
peals'from' Dioceſan and Provincial Courts are:to be made 
(jwre conſtitutionis ) for the Determination of all Cauſes 
of greater weight ſo far as is conſiſtent with his Sphere of 
—_ oo. 
' Subordinafion of Paſtors thus, far allowed, granted and 
praCtifed by our Proteſtant Prelates ; - APatriach for-uniting. 
many National Paſtors in a Sabalrern Sphere of Government, 
or an Oecumenic Paſtor in a Supreme Catholic Juriſdiftion 
muſt of neceſſity be inferr'd : For as yet. there 1s as great 
ard rauch greater need for a principium: unitatis &; regiminis 
is conjoyning many National Churches in one. Patrearchal , 
or 
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or all in'one Ozcumenic, as was for uniting Provincials ifone 
Arr þ or for ſubjeQing Dioceſan to their reſpeCive 
Provingials; for by how much the more Extenfive the 
Church is, by ſo much the more Univerſal the Paſtoral 
Charge ought to be : For as the Dioceſan is to the Provin, 
cial, 10 the Provincial to the National, and ſo the Nationdtto 
the Patriarchal, and that to the Catholic, and Vice verſaby a 
Mathematical proportion. Hence the like ground of relati- 
on as is between a National Paſtor,and National Charch,is alſo 
betwixt a Catholic Paſtor, and Catholic Church, and if Unity, 
Unitormity, and Regular Adminiſtration be indifp nſably 
neceſlary ina National Church, and therefore the Careand 
ſupreme InſpeCQion thereinto, to becommited to a Narrow? 
Paſtor, of how much higher concern is it in Parriaychal 
Churches conſiſting next of National , and how much mote 
in the Catholic Church conſiſting immediately of Patriarchats, 
the Government and Managment whereof ought for thoſe 
Ends to be committed unto an Oecurmeric Paſtor ? For if a 
Schiſm or corruption of a Province or Dioceſe be ſo dan- 
gerous to a National Church, and to be prevented before 
it is, or cured after it breaks forth by a National Paſtor, 
of how much-more pernicious conſequence will the Schiſm 
or Non-conformity of a Patriarchal or National Church'be 
to the Catholic, which by the fame reaſons ought to be pre- 
- vented, or judged and determined by aa Oecumenic Paſtor 
for #niverſal good? _ en” 
arg. 2. Tprove, that they that. maintain the Govern- 
ment of the Church by Biſhops, Arch-biihops, Primates, 
&c. muſt alſo own and acknowledge an aniverſal wiſible 
Paſtor ,. from the nature.of an univerſal viſible Church, Be- 
cauſe this Church muſt be an Organizea,, or Va-organized 
Body made up of partes ſimilares only,; the, later will not be 
granted by our Afﬀertors, becauſe” it lays a neceſſaty Foun- 
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dation for particular co-ordinate Churches, Congregational, 
or Presbyterian. Peſides if the Catholic Church be conſi. 
dered in 1t's largeſt acceptation and extent, comprehending 
the Militant and Triumphant parts, the Scripture tells us, 
it's an Organized Boay, being called a Body, of which the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt is the living head ; ſo Eph. x. 22, 23. Coleſ. 
1. 18, 24. Eph. 4. 12, 16. 1Cor. 12.27. None therefore 
will deny this Catholic Church to be an Organized Boay, the 
notion whereof is conliſtent enough with the opinion of 
ſuch as hold a co-ordination of particular viſible Churches 
and the Paſtors thereof, and enough to evince that they that 
hold the ſubordination pleaded for, mult underſtand it to 
bein the viſible Church Organized ; and therefore it's moſt 
natural and fit, that the Mother Teeming Church ſhould 
have the moſt proportionate Adaptation of parts: A Mo-» 
ther that brings forth Organized Children is ſuppoled to be 
Organized her ſelf, »ihil dat quod non habet ; wherefore all 
other leſs comprehenſive Churches coming out of the 
Womb of Mz:her Charch,and proved to be organized Bodies, 
it's naturally neceſſary that ſhe her ſelf ſhould be homo- 
geneous, or of fame kind, otherwiſe the Mother muſt be more 
Monſtrous than the Daughters. Beſides, particular Church- 
es areconlidered not only as Daughters to Mother Catholic , 
but as 7ntegral parts ; now therefore, that Body which is 
made hoof Organized parts, is always it ſelf Organized: e.g. 
in all Animals, in a Man the Head, Hand ; Legs, &c. 
arecach Organized for their compleating the Totality of 
that part, and therefore are becoming Orgaas fo the whole 
Man, and hence the Man is an organized Body. 
Again, the Viſible Catholic Church muſt be ſuch, qua- 
renus integrum, Or quatenus genns ; for totum is molt legall y 
thus divided 3 andas for Totum aggregatum it is but integrum, 
viz, 2 whole Heap of Corn is but Totum inteerum, tho? 
8. | | 'every 
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every Grain of Wheat is integral to the Heap, of this or that 
bigneſs, ot number of Grains, from whence the Individua- 
lity properly lows. Bur, to proceed, both theſe accepta- 
tions of a Catholic Church enforce a Catholic Paſtor. 

1. As Catbolicum integrum, and quatenus tale, it is to be 
conlidered as diviſible, or divided into parts ; and, accord- 
ing to the right Notion of Sbordination, the whole is divi- 
ded into the next, but greater parts, and they into the next 
leſſer, and they into letſer, or leaſt of all. ; Wherefore the 
Catholic Viſible Church is divided into Patriarchal , (where 
they be to be found) and they into National; but where 
they are not found, National ſtand in the next Rank and 
Order under the Occumentc , as the greateſt conſtituting 

arts; National are divided into Provincial ; Provincial 
into Dzoceſan, and they into Parochial ; and if there bea 
Subordination of Paſtors, it's according to the Subordination 
and Extexfion of Churches, the integral parts. For in divi- 
ſion and ſubdiviſion of parts, there muſt be terminus 4 quo & 
ad quem. Maximum quod fic, & minimum quod ſic. But there 
can be no Subordination of Paſtors, according to the Subor- 
dination of Membra 70tizs,without an Univerſal Paſtor. For 
there is the ſame reſpeCt of an Ocecumeric toa Patriarch, and 
in defeR thereof to a Primate, as of a Primate to a Provinci- 
al; for the whole Catholic Church is divided into Patriar- 
chal, and (they cealing) into National, in the ſame manner 
as National are divided into Provincial, & ſic deinceps : 
And, as the National Church is a t9tum in reſpe& to the 
Provincial , and as ſuch hath a Paſtor; ſo the National is 
but a Membrum in reſpett of the Catholic, the Totum, which 
by the ſame reaſon ought to have a Paſtor with Power ade- 
quate to jt, or elſe this concatenation will be Headleſs, and 
viſibly deficient in its Polity, for an uniform Conſtitution. 


| 
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0 The Neceſſity of an Agreement between the 
Now, if it be ſaid that the Catholic Church, is but a forum 

aggregatum, and therefore that National Churches are Co-or. 

Ainate only ; I fay, that a forum apgregatums 1s an integrum 


_ 4n its kind, being compoſed of "—_— parts; and if the 


eggregatum be fuch, that every part hath ſubordinate parts 
1m it mm then each Individual is fubordinared to the Whole, 
whiclt is organiz*d alſo; as an Army of a Thouſand Men is 
an integrum made up of Individuals; but all and every one 
being an.zztegral part, it's ſubordinated to the Whole, which 
iarerum hath a General conſtituted to it. 

Again, ifmen ſay that National Churches are particular in- 
dependent Churches, ſubordinated to none; then Provixciadd 
and Dzoceſanat leaft, upon the ſame grounds, may lay claim 
tothe ſame Plea, and call themſelves 7ndeperdent Churches ; 
whence the whole Fabric of National Prelatic Church-Go- 
vernment will fall to the ground. But how inconſiſtent 
theſe Principles are, let the Reader judge 3 to deny the Sub- 
ordination of a National Church to the Catholic Roman, from 
whence they avowedly derive their Ordinationand Miniſtry, 
and'to maintain and praCQiſe a Subordination of Churches and 
Paſtors to the National, utterly diſclaiming and condemn- 
ing Izdeperdency of Churches as Sc-iſmatical in the Diſlen- 
ters. 

Laſtly, If the Catholic Viſible Church be taken for rotum 


genericum, it muſt be genus generaliſſimum to all viſible Chur- 


ches; and the Subordination under this tot#m genericum 
ſtands thus ; The Patriarchal, or ( in defe& thereof ) the 
National, is ſubalternum genus, in reſpeCt of the Provincial, 
bur ſubalterna ſpecies, in reſpe&t of the Catholic. And the 
Argument ſtands thus : 

' If a Pfr is to be conſtituted over a Church ſubalterni ge- 


. zeris, becauſe it contains Churches under it, as ſpectes ;- 


then by the ſame reafon, a Paſtor is to ſit over the _— 
the 
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the {otum genericum.; and: the rather, becauſe it contains 


s 


This Notton PU not further proſecute, becauſe, accord. 


| ing to the beſt Logical and Theological Rules, the Applica- 
cation of a Gena, doth-not ſo well ſuit the Nature of a Ca- 
tholic Church, it being more properly an Itegram, than a 
eve, {F 36:1 454p x FE ' 


- Arg. 3. Targue from'the Nature of. Subordintion it ſelf, 
ofany kind, which always ſuppoſeth a Supremum & Infiman ; 
for Subordination is a continuation of Ranks and Degrees, 
linked together in Seperiority and Iaferiority, betwixt theſe 
two terms : And if there be 1n the Church a Subordination_ 
of Paſtors, as, our Proteſtant Prelates affert, then there is, 
and muſt be, the Supreme, as well as the loweſt terms, viz. a 
Catholic Paſtor, for the higheſt Range, or Round of the Lad- 
der, and a Pariſh Prieſt, or (as our Biſhops would have it 
of late) a Dioceſax, for the loweſt, the continuation being 
always to a »e plas ultra at boths ends of the Line. And this 
contiauation, as it muſt:not be finite, ſo it ought to be juſ# 
toreach to its due limits; and, as it isa Church-line, it 1s to- 
be found where-ever there i1sa Church. Hence theſe Gradual 
Orders of Paſtors muſt.be continued from the loweſt to the 
higheſt. and largeſt acceptation of a Church and Paſtor on 
Earth, for the maintaining of a' Certral radical Unity, and 
Univerſal Uniformity throughout the World, in and 
among all National Churches, being next in Conſtitution 
where the Patriarchal, the proper Subalter» Order, is become 
obſolete,. avit'is very much inthe more Weſtern parts of the 
World, Now, can't; terminate ina Netiozz!- Paſtor, for 
then it: would follow, that this Subordination pleaded for 
by our Proteſtant Prelates, would: revolve into a Co-ordina- 
tion 6 Paſtors, -at leaſt Nat#tomal, which will be conceflion e» 
nough to:Diflentors: to:ground. (their Profeſſion -and Praftice' 
9:91 upon. 
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upon in Congregational -Paſtors and Churches ; for hereby 
National Churches are made ca-ordinateand independent; and 


' if one ſort of Church may be ſo, why may not another? 


For, break but the Rules of a Catholic Subordination, and 
all the Wit of Man cannot pretend to any rational Fabric of 
Churches, beſides Co-ordination : I challenge the whok 
Race of Mankind to propound any Medium, that will not be 
eaſily proved idle and-frivolous. :Now, if National co-ordi. 
zation in Supremacy may takeplace, without paying any 
Canonical Obedience to any Superior Head, this Jays a firm 
Foundation for the like Claim in all others, calling them. 
ſelvesPaftors of an Inferior Rank and Order,and there cannot 
be any Izdependency of a greater magnitude, and more dan- 
gerous conſequence ; for it brings inas many Popes as there 
are Nations, who will uncontroulably exerciſe all ſorts of 
Church-Tyranny ; experientia docet. And why may not an 
Archbiſhop or Dioceſan {et up for himſelf too upon the ſame 
ground ? So that we ſhall come at laſt to a Presbytery of Pa 
ors, our Proteſtant Prelates having made Dioceſan Biſhops 
the loweſt Order of Paſtors in the Church. The ſum of this 
whole Argument 1s, That there can be no plauſible reaſon 
given, why the Subordination of viſible Paftors ſhould not ex- 
tend to the utmoſt limits of the /5/ib/e Church,it it be neceſſary 
in any one Church comprehending others : And if Chriſt 
hath ſet O76 within Orb, and every one his Planetary Paſtor 
to rule it, why ſhould the Szpreme Catholic viſible Orb be 
without its Planet ? 
Arg. 4. The neceſſity of the Inference is further. ſhewed 
from the Derivation and Original of Paſtoral. Office- Power. 
Every Paſtor doth or ſhould receive his Offtce-Power from 
Chriſt, either xzed:arely or immediately: If Subordinate Pa- 
ſtors, meatately, and that meaiante populo, vel mediante ſupe- 
riori quodam Paſtore, The Afertors of Prelacy will never 
yield 
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yield a derivation of Office-Power from Chriſt »zediapte po- 
pulo, for that were to open a gap to Congregational Diffs 
zers with a witneſs, If they ſay they derive their Office- 
Power from Chriſt med:ante Paſtore, aut Paſtoribus, then he 
or they muſt be Co-ordzxate, or of a Superior Rank and Or- 
der. Not Co-orainate, for that were to aſſert Presbytery in 
plain terms. Ergo, They muſt and do ſay, That every Paſtor 
receives his Office from Chriſt zediante Superiori quodam 
Paſtore, and not from any co-ordinate to himſelf in the Of- 
fice to which he 1s admitted} An1lif all Paſtors of different 
Orders ſet over particular Churches of an{werable compre- 
henſion, receive their Office-Power by the hands of the 
next Superior, then it's manifeſt that the 4igheſt ſubaltern 
Paſtor receives his Power from the Supreme Catholic Paſtor, 
or elſe he is no Subordinate Paſtor, but the Supreme looked af- 
ter. e. g. The Pariſh-Prieft receives the Office of a Prieſt 
from his Dioceſan, who is by Conſecration conſtituted ſuch 
by his Provincial, and He derives his Power from his Me- 
tropolitan: the Primate then, by the ſame reaſon, muſt re- 
ceive his National. Paſtoral Staff from ſome higher Paſtor, or 
elſe he becomes the Supreme Paſtor, above which there, is no 


aſcending on this Charch-Ladder, Now, if ſo, each Pri- 


mate is Chriſt's 7mmediate Vicar in that Nation where he 
preſides; for it muſt be ſo, or he muſt receive his Power 
mediately by the hands of ſome other beſides the Univerſal 
Paſtor : and if ſo, then by the co-ordinate Power of ſome 0- 
ther National Paſtor or Paſtors, and conſequently will pro- 
duce a Presbytery of Metropolitans, which may prove of a 


moſt fatal conſequence to the Catholic Church, For if a Pres. 
bytery, combined 1n ordinary Power, C/a//icel or otherwiſe, 


tho? madeup of Ordinary Prieſts, be ſo dangeroully pernici- 
ous toa Nattonal Charch, as appears by our late Covenant. 


ers, andby other inſtances ſufficiently known ; how much 


reaſon 
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reaſon have we to believe, that nothing can wound the 
Catholic Church, more than a Presbytery or Combination of 
Metropolitans, and have we not ſeen the direful efte& of 
the Proteſtant Prelites Combization for caſting off the Catho. 
tic Paſtors juriſdiction, whilft they Eſtabliſh their own ar- 
bitrarineſs, and Tyrannical Impoſitions to theruin of the E-. 
ftates and Lives of Thouſands of his Majeſtie#poor Subjects ? 

L:ſily, fa Metropolitan be inveſted with his Power by his 
Interiors or Equals, he receives it ina meaner and more con- 
temptible way than any of his ſubordinate Clergy, tor they 
are all inveſted by their Superiors : Likewile,it a co-ordinate 
Clergy of one kind can beſtow Office- Power, why may not 
a co-ordinate Clergy of another ? If M-tropolitans can makea 
Metropolitan, Why may not Provizcials make a Provis- 
cial ; Dioceſans a Dioceſan,and Prieſts aPrieft ? And ſoall the 
whole Mogel of Epiſcopacy will reſolve into Presbytery ; and 
Presbyterian Ordinatiou muſt be as valid as any the Biſhops 
can beſtow, which hath been roundly denyed by our Pro- 
zeftant Prelates : Inſomuch, that thoſe that have conform'd 
who had only Presbyterign Ordination,were fain to be r2-or- 
daixed by the Biſhops before they were received to the ex- 
erciſe of their Minifterial Funition in the Church of Eng- 
land. >: 
Arg. 5. We may argue from the chief ends of ſabord:- 
uation of Paſtors in the Church, viz. That there may be 
place for appeal m matters of controvecſie, in' caſes of »ale- 
adminiſtration by the ſubordinate Clergy , final determina 
tion of difficult Eccleſiaſtical cauſes, correction of Hereſie aus 
Schiſm, as alſo Eſtabliſhment of Ceremonies, &c. Now to what 
end ſhould there be Appeals if there be not ſome Supreme Ca- 
zholic Paſtor to arrive at; in whoſe determination, we are 
bound to fit down and reſt ſatisfied ?: viz. where the mind 
ef the whale Catholic Church may be had in the Pripcipium 


unitatis 
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witatis if the Appeal can aſcend no higher than a-National 
Paſtor, -then he-challengeth that i»f4/ibslity.; but in him we 
have not the mind of thewhole Carholes Church, it's but the 
mind of one particular independent Church, and why ſhould 
he not be guilty of as much - imperfection and partiality, as 
4 Provincial or Dioceſay ? Unleſs.there be degrees of os li- 
bility, which if admitted, we mult ariſe to the higheſt. 
-If the reſort for reſolution and determination. for appeal: beto 
a Paſtoral multiplicity, no final determination is hkely to be 
made, by reaſon of variety of judgments, or intereſts and wi. 
introduce: co-ordination of Paſtors, and a Ruling Presby- 
tery of one ſize or another. For any binding Aſſemblies, 
(let them be called what you will, Councils or Canyorati- 
"-0n, &*c.) if they have conſtraining Power to inforce, their 
Eaitts, Eccleſiaſtical or Civil, without a Ratification from 
a Catholic Paſtoral Supremacy, are but Presbyteries in the true 
nature of them, tor it's a Government of the Church by a 
co-ordjuate Power of Paſtors. Whereas if the appeal atfrive 
at the Oecumenic Paſtor, you hear but one thing ſpoizen by 
the Catholic Church, by one Man 1n it's Catholic Paſtor or 
Head: for if we will know a Mans mind we muſt reſort to the 
. Head, not to the Arms or Legs , whereyou can only expe&t 
a dumb kick, or box under the Ear, as we have had enough 
of, from-our Proteſtant Prelates ; ſo if we will underſtand 
the mind of the Church, we are not to betake our ſelves to 
a Dioceſan, Provincial, or Primate, which are but the 
Church's more ſurly and leſs intelligible: Organs , where we 
can expeCft but a weak and partial reſolution confirmed by 
Club Arzuments, none of theſe having Catholic imtelligezice, 
influence, or concernment, being bound up to narrower Souls 
the greateſt of them for the moſt part, than ever the cure 
of the leaſt of them was ; but for ſuch things as theſe we 
. mult apply our ſelves tothe _ ſpeaking inthe Head Coot 
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-a fiftitious' one or uſurped ) having Natural Organization, 


relation, influence, and common concern, yea fellow-feeling 


with all the parts,even the /eaff Finger and Toe; and reftrains _ 


all exorbitant aCtions of the »-ore brutal = and paſſions, 
fubjeting them to the noble faculties of the rational Soul. 


As for the pretenſions made by the Catholic Paſtor to: Infal- 
libility, they are founded on the principles of the Epiſco- - 


pal Conſtitution, for an Epiſcopal Church (ſetled by ſubor- 


dination of Paſtors within-it ſelf, ) without a Catholic Head, 
-is an Azimal without a Head. In all our appeals from Pa- 


ftor to Paſtor, from Church to Church, in any cauſes or Con- 


troyerſies, we do not ftill come to a /e/s fallible Church and 
Pafor, and at laſt arrive at the molt Infallible comprehenſive 
0 


our ſelves as Members, cut bozo hic Labor & hos Opus ? For 
if it be granted, that a Biſhop is leſs fallible than a Pariſh 


Prieft, and an Arch-biſhop /eſs fallible than a Biſhop, and a 


Primate than he, then upon the ſame ground we may ex- 
pe&* the Catho'ic Paſtor to be /eſs fallible than all the reſt, 
and'it may be ſuppoſed /tho?. he be a Man and in himſelf 
fallible) that he,that hath a common relation, intereſt, and com- 


prehenſiveneſs of Power above all, is beſt acquainted with 


the State of the whole, and is likely to be more 7mpartial 
and Zeſs fallible tn his judgment than any other of his in- 
ferior, narrowed and limited Clergy, therefore he muſt be 
comparatively »fallible, i. e, laſt fallible in the line of the 
fubordinated Clergy , he being placed there by them as 
principium unitatis & weritatis, in order to the greateſt 


Church concerns. Not, but that the Oecumenic Paſtor in 


his human capacity may miſtake and Err, and ſo did St. 
Pezer, but not fundamentally, yet as ſupreme head in his 
Catholic capacity (quatenus in Cathedrs Catholics, & compara- 
ziwe) to all inferior ſubordinated Paſtors, he hath a kind of 
If allibility , which is a Power intruſted in him by _ 

- tholic 


—  — 


Church of England and Church of Rome. +95 


. tholic Church, to paſs a final judgment of determination in 
all cauſes and Controverſies, to be a ze plus altra to all ap- 
peals and litigations in the Church. Not that we are bound 
ſub pen4 damni to believe ſuch judgment is Infallibly true, but 
are to ſubſcribe ro it as the /aſ#, becauſe we cannot have any 
further, and higher appeal on Earth, and therefore muſt fit 


down fatisfied in it. The Engliſh Clergy do ſubſcribe the 


Thirty Nine Articles Eftabliſhed by Law, not that they be- 
lieve them (as they commonly ſay) to be true and Ortho- 
dox, but becauſe they be the laſt reſolutions of the Church 
of England in thoſe points, they ſit down ſatisfied to ſub- 
ſcribe them as #m/trumenta pacis & unitatis, but indeed, 
maxime emolumenti, upon the ſame ground they may ſub- 
{cribe to the Council of T rex, - | 
But to our purpoſe, it's not to be ſuppoſed that the Ca- 
tholic Church would commit the greateſt charge to a perſon 
of the leaſt judgment and underſtanding, ' but ſuppoſing her 
to fail here, - the eceſſity of appeal infers, that it's not uſu- 
ally ſo : For to. what purpoſe 1s it for us to betake our ſelves 
for further light to thoſe whom the Church hath entruſted 
with a higher power and larger truſt, if we have no reaſon to 
judge them not only to be Hohjer, Wiſer and Fuſter Men 
than thoſe*that we appeal from , but /eſs fallible in judg- 
ment and Errable zz praftice? would you not have me cox- 
cluded by the judgment ofa Proteſtant Biſhop ſooner than 
by the judgment-of a Common Prieſt, and do you not tell 
me the Churchrequiresit of you? and why ſhould not .I 
upon the like ground be concluded by the Oecumentc Biſhop 
ſooner than by a Common Dioceſan, yea than by any Primate 
of them all, becauſe the Church recommends me to him for 
the laſt reſolution, and I am to ſuppoſe him to be able to 
out-ſhoot all Men beſides, in the Ecclefiaſtic Bows ? 
Arg. 6. That this Catholic headſhip is inſeparable from 
an 
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anEctleſiiftieBody made up of ſubordinated Paſtors and Church- 
ex may.beabundantly evinced from theſe following enume- 
rated Church-neceſſities. _ © | ; HEE | 

The neceſlity, 1. of a Catholic Judgment of Schiſm; 1. of 
a Catholit Interpretation of Scripture ; 3. of a Catholic determi. 
-nation of Ceremonies for Decency and Order ; 4. for Cat holie 
compoſure of Forms of Prayer; 5. for a Catholic Canonization 
of Saints ;, 6.4 Catholic call and convention of Conncils Occh- 
mENnte. 

1. Theneceſlity of a Catholic Judgment of Schiſm ; for if 
Schiſm be not determined by a Catholic Fudgmewt, theſe ab- 
ſurdities will follow. For, 1. Patrzarchal,or.(in defe& of them) 
National Churches may be Schiſmatical, and no competent re- 
medy be found for the ſaid Schiſzs ; for it's not fit any parti- 
cular Church ſhould be its own Fudge in #ts owz caſe, nor any 
of but equal Authority, Latitude, and Fallibility, One par- 
ticular Church can no more judge another that ftands 
in the ſame Degree with it of Subordination , than 
-one - man can .judge another , one Gentleman another, 
or one Lord another ; neither may a Provixcial judge a Na- 
tional, being, inferior and ſubordinate to it, The leſſer have 
no power to judge the greater. A part that is not the Head, - 
' May not judge the Whole; for a' Provincial is accountable 
toa National, but not vice verſa, And if a Provincial de- 
clares againft a National Church of which ſhe is part, and 
ſeparates from it, ſhe 1s juſtly condemned, by the National, 

of: Schiſm, and ſo the Schiſmand Judgment will be recipro- 

cal only, but no care wrought without a Catholic Deciſion that 

may be binding to both. 2. Without a Catholic Paſtor there 

- can: be no determination of a Schiſm from the Catholic 

Church, nor any proportionate puniſhment of it; for what 
proceeding can be judicially againſt a Patriarchate or National . 
Church falling into Sehifm,but by ps. Art 

| whic 
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which the Supreme Paſtor doth preſide ? For one Patriareh 
will not be convened before another who is co-ordrnate in 
Power, nor one Primate before another. 3. As a ſuperior 
and more comprehenſive Church is to adjudge the inferior 
and comprehended ; ſo no particular Church, how compre+ 
henſive {oever, hath an abſolute definitive Power init lelt; 
by the Rules of Swbordination : but whateyer Sentence any 
particular Paſtor or Church paſſeth on another, there lies an 
Appeal againſt it tothe Catholic Church and Pattor, higher 
than which none can go on Earth. 4. If there be not a Ca- 
tholic, Determination of Schilm, -particular Churches will not 
be agreed about it ; ,but the very-Diſputes about the nature 
of Schiſm, where and when it is, will make Schiſms without. 
end, and one Church will ſpit at another as Schiſmatical up 
on all occaſion, as it is now at this day among the i-rote= 
ſtants ; the Sed of Common-prayer-men charge all the Diſlent- 
ers with Schiſm ; the Presbyterians charge the Independents: ; 
and both theſe, it may be, the Baprz2s ; the Papi/ts call them: 
All ſo. Who ſhall determin where the Schiſm lics ? Oze or 
All muſt be Sch:iſmatics. There 1s nothing can do in this caſe; 
but a Catholic binding Determination, that can charm all theſe 
Parties in finding out the Schiſm where it is, convincing: 
and reforming it ; and preventing it where it is not, For it 
the Members of a Natural Body complain of and accuſe one 
another, the whole Body mult end the Controverſie by de- 
termining the matter in and by the Head, wherein there is a 
geweral concurrence of all parts tor the good of the Whole, to: 
maintain a common Intereſt, Thus it 1s in the Boay Polite, 
Civil, or Ecclefiaſtic, Therefore, that all men may know 
what is Schiſm, and who are Schiſmatics, and who x07, it's 
needful there be ſome Catholic Determination that may. clear 
up all Controverſies and Noubts of this nature, that every 


thing or perſon may be called by the right name, .z, e, agree- 
| able 


8 The Neceſſity of an Agreement between the 


vg 


able totheir Nature; as Adamnamed the Creatures at firſt. 
Now, we might ſoon have this Reformation (or Reſtitution 
rather) of all things ; but ſuch is the pravity and contradic- 
tion that is rooted in the Nature of Mankind, ſince the Fall, 
that the World cannot be gotten to agree upon this way, 
every one being inclin'd to believe themſelves before the 
Church. And it hath been the unhappy Fate of the Church 
of England to be juſtly chargeable by the Pap:/s with thoſe 
Crimes ſhe chargeth, condemneth, and puniſheth the Diſ. 
{enters for ; and when ſhe is to fight with the Papifs, muſt 
g0 down to the Diſlenters Camp to borrow Weapons, where- 
with they defended themſelves againſt the Charch of E-g. 
land, | | 

2dly. From the neceſſity of a Catholic reſolution of difficult 
and dubious places of Scripture ; for this ( tho? Epiſcopal Di- 
vines tell the Diſſenters, That this 15 done by the Church, 
meaning their Church «/abliſhed by its own Law) can't be 
done but by the Catholic Church, where the concurrent Judg- 
ment and Faith of all Churches may be heard. Scripture is 
not of private Interpretation, iSizg 677Mum;, 2 Pet. 1. 20, 
The Scriptures meaning is not as every particular private per- 
fon or Church meas, nor is ſquared only to private mens 
minds or intereſts, but is of common concern, and contains a 
Univerſality in it, which is called the Analogy of Faith, and 
with this doth moſt naturally agree the Unt#oz or Spirit of 


Truth, that runs thro? the hearts of all Believers, and makes 


them #aft aud ſavor the ſame things. Now, it's not any ſin- 
gular Opinion, or Judgment of a particular Church, can 
ſatisfe in this caſe, but a Catholic Agreement, which muſt be 
found out ſomewhere or other. ; 
Apain, if particular Churches, or their Paſtors, have Power 
todeclare the ſenſe of Scripture as the mind of the Church ; 
the Church willſoon have as many Mznas as Paſtors, of va- 
r10us 
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rious Sentiments in 1t, or particular Churches of divers 
complexions ; and hereby the Church will become felo de ſe, 
tolay an inevitable Foundation for variety of $:&s, Schiſms, 
Errors and Hereſjzes. And the more comprehenfpue the Church 
is that lays claim to, and executes this Power, of the more 
dangerous conſequence it is to the Catholic Church : For an Er- 
ror, or Hereſie, propagated and received by a Province or 
Nation, muſt needs be more deſtructive to the Catholic Mo. 
ther than 1f 1t had Zainted a Dioceſe or Pariſh only ; as the 
Natural Body can ſpare a Finger or Toe, better than a Leg 
or Arm. Whereas if all National Churches be bound to ſub- 
mit tothe Catholic Determination of dybious and difficult 
ſenſes, there muſt needs enſue this admirableeffeft, That no 
Church or Member willpretend tobe wiſer than their Neigh- 
bors in this matter, but the Learned and Unlearned, the 
Wiſe man and the Fool, will be of an-equal dimenſion : They 
muſt all-believe as the Church doth ; and who is likely to 
have the moſt uzerrizg Spirit, a Church, or a particular Mem- 
ber of it ? And of Churches, which is in probability leaſt fad. 
lible, a particular or the Catholic Church ? This, of the co, 
all will ſuppoſe to be the moſt likely to have the Analegy of 
Faith, and trueſt ſenſe of the Word, provided there be @ 
way of getting a diſtin knowledge of her conſouent mind 
and determination 1n {uch matters. | 
34/y. From the neceſſity ofa Carholic determination of De- 
rewry and Order ; For that 1s always decent which the Univer. 
fality reckons and reputes ſo, in Geſtures, Veſtures, Cir- 
camitances of Time and Place, &c. inall things Civil or 
Eccleſjaſtic ; and therefore the Up/verſatiry muſt determine 
it,. if ſuch Decexczes be by Law enjoyned. It's moſt abſurd 
that panticular men or Churches ſhould pretend to deter- 
mine of Decencics and Order ; for then one Church will eſteem 
this or that thing decext in the Worſhipot God, which _ 
M ther 
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ther reckons abſurd ; as the Church of Ezg/and will make 
that decent, which France or Spain will make undecent. 
Hereby Uniformity ( whatſoever there is in the particular 
Church) is loſt in the Catholic Charch, where it's moſt ne- 
ceſſary tobe had ; And when a Church determines of, and 
requires Decencies, we preſently ſay, What Church ? If it 
be ſaid a Dioceſan, we rejoyn, Doth the Dioceſan, deter- 
mine for her ſelf, or for others? If for her ſelf only, then 
it's Plenipotentiary within it felf,,and may Non-conform from 
all her Siſter-Dioceſans at pleaſure in thoſe things : And if 
for others, then which of them ſhall give Law to the reſt? 
And all will ſurely be impoſed upon,and all becomeImpoſers; 
and this is the way to ſet all the World together by the ears, 
The Inference holds, as well of Provincial and National 
Churches. Thus alſo, if Di/oceſans may determine their own 
Decencies and Order, what will become of Uniformity in the 
Provincial Churches? And it Provincial Churches may deter- 
mine their: Decexcies, what will become of Uniformzty in the 
National Church ? And if every National Church may find 
out New Decencies, orenforce any Old or New, by her par- 
ticular Law-Power, what will become of Uniformity in the 
Catholic Church, or Her Power to enjoyn it ? And 1s not Uni- 
formity inthe Catholic Church of a thouſand times more con- 
cern than Uniformity in any one fingle 7ndependent Church, 
let it be National or other ? And all Uniformity in a parti- 
cular Church pleaded for, is to be reje&ted and abhorred, 
when it is ſo far from being conſiſtent with, as that it's ab- 
ſolutely deſtruQtive of Catholic Uniformity. For National 
Uniformity, unleſs it be of a Catholic Nature, is but :- 
formity in a Schiſm, Ts it not notorious that the impoſing this 
fallacious Uniformity hath filled the Nation with all the 
Hourly-barlies of this hundred years laſt paſt ; that hath in- 
teſted Church and State, cauſed all the Diviſions and Diſlen- 
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tions in Societies and Families, all the decays of Trade, ſtir- 
red up the mindsof men to a diſguſt of the Goverament;been 
the true procatarCtic cauſe of all that unealie temper. of 
mind, which the zealous Impoſers have called Diſloyalty, 
and branded all Diſſenters with ; and 1s that which hath ſo 
inceſſantly animated our Governors againſt ſo confiderable 
a part of the ſober, trading, and induſtrious, yea thinking 
and truly Religious people of this Land ? Burt the Clergies 
wrapping up of their Hzerapicra Pill of Uniformity in the gold- 
en Leaf of Loyalty, (the refuſing of which rendred all Dilſen- 
ters odious to the State )is that jugling trick by which they 
have from time to time impoſed on King and Parliament,and 
brought the people into more difrelill of the Governmeat, 
than all the Methods whatſoever, that any Malecontents ever 
uſed, ſince Proteſtant Religion had a name in Exglazd. 
Again, it any Church may definitely determine of De- 
cencies and Order in Ceremonies, beſides the Catholic Church, 
then any particular Church may, and if ſome, and not all, 
I&t thoſe Churches be aſſigned that have a peculiar Charter 
for it from Chriſt, or the Catholic Church. If they fay that 
a National Church hath, then, either by virtue of ſome 
ſuch Charter, which I challenge them to ſhew, or as claim- 
ing a Catholic Power ; And if ſo, why doth not that Nation 
exert. it over other Nations ? Or, laſtly, asa Privilege of a 
particular Church? And if fo, then every Church hath a 
juſt claim to the {aid Power, and it will follow, that a Pro- 
vincial Church may deviſe and impoſe her own Decencies 
and Order in Ceremonies and Modes of Worſhip: If ſo, 
what will becomc of National Uniformity? Likewile the 
ſame Privilege belongs to a Dzo:e/an, a5 a particular Church : 
And if ſo, what: will become of Provincial Uniformity ? 
Whence it maniteitly follows, that a true Unitormity in 
decent Ceremonies and Church-Order can no way be — 
M 2 C 
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ed, if notby the Decrees of the Catholic Church, for which 
we muſt be beholding to the Keeper of Sr. Peter*s Keys ; for 
that Paxacea is ſo great an Arcanam, that it's not to be ob- 
tained of any but the greateſt Adept in the Catholic Church, 
Laſtly, if every National Church may aſſume Power to 
themſelves to deviſe and impoſe their own Decencies and 
Ceremonies, as the Bond of Uniformity in the Church, all 
things muſt go zerrograde in reſpeCt of the end aimed at. 
For, -as all Nations have their peculiar Garbs, Faſhions, Uſa. 
ges, Geſtures and Veſtnres in Civil Aﬀairs, ſo it muſt needs 
be in the Eccleſiaſtic ; there will be the Ezgliſh, French, Spa- 
#iſh, Dutth, Italian Modes of Worſhip, quite different, Ce. 
remonies quite of a contrary Nature to one another ; 1o that 
there will be no end of multiplying Ceremonies and new- 
fangled Garbs in the Church ; every National Forge will be 
till at work to coz, nncoyn, and alter at pleaſure: whereas 
ifall this Work be left to the Catholic Church only, all 
Churches will harmoniouſly agree in the ſame ſort of Do- 
cuments, which is the Unitormity contended for. 
4ly. It follows from the neceſſity of a Catholic Canonization 
of Saints ; for ſuppoſing a neceſſity of a due Obſervation of 
Saints-days, which the Church of England hath always in- 
ſiſted on and pleaded for ; it is tobe enquired, Who or what 
Church cancnized the Saints they aſcribe Saintſhip to,8& have 
ſolemn Feſtivals eſtabliſh*d for the honorable remembrance of? 
Whodedicated the Churches, and conſecrated them as they 
now ſtand,to the Devotion of reſpeQive dead Saints ? Was it 
not the Catholic Church ? And reaſon ſhews us, that it'sin 
no wiſe fit that any other Canozization or Dedication ſhould 
be eſteemed authentic, but that which is of a Catholic Na- 
ture, For if this were in the power of any particular Church, 
National, Provincial, or other, theſe Abſurdities would fol- 
tow; 1. A whole Age would be toolittle for A!ho!landtid? 
g1ven 
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iven out by retail. 2. There would be a neceſſity of robbing 
Wor to pay Parl ; and it's as great a fin to chouſe Perer of 
his Fiſhing-nets, as Paul of his Cloak and Parchments, 3. One 
Church would canonize that man for a S$1int aud Martyr, 
which another had {tigmarized for a Trayror, Heretic, and 
-Devil ; and what an irreparable breach would thig make in 
Uniformity ? 4. The groſs S:hi/zz that this will cauſe in the 
Church, dividing it in its Prayers at the fame time, when 
one Nation ſhall obſerve a Day to St. Thomas, another the 
ſame to St. Nicholas, a third to Sr. Benediit, and a fourth 
tonone at all : would not this be a horrid clurrer and confer 
fron in the Church, making it a meer Babel, in confounding 
its Language, beſides the manifold ſmaller abſurdities that 

Church-weorſhip would run upon ? | 
Fifthly, From the neceſſity of a Catholic compoſure of « 
Church Prayers. For the more private and fingular the con- 
ception and compoſure of Church Prayers are, the more 
factions and Schiſmatical, ſay our Clergy, and if a diverſity 
of Liturgies in one and the ſame National Church may 
not be allowed, being totally deſtruQtive to National Unz- 
formity; then how can ſo many Lzurgies be permitted to 
be in the Catholic Church without the like, and a great 
deal worſe miſchief? And ifa Provizcial or Dioceſan Church 
may not compoſe a diſtin Lz?»ygy from the National, how 
comes it to paſs, that the National can compoſe and rigor- 
ouſly impoſe a diftin& Liturgy from other National Church- 
es and the Catholic; is not this an Innovation of the moſt 
dangerous conſequence ? And 15 our Church a fit judge of 
Schiſm in thoſe ſhe calls difſenters, which harh laid the toun- 
dation ofall her Government and Worſhip in the highe#t 
and moſt Exemplary Schiſm, and deftruQion of Catholick 
Mniformity, at the ſame time when they furioully cut down 
all that will not ſubmit to their Nation! Dirza, with the 
Ec- 


ery of an Agreement between the 


Eccleſiaſtic and Magiſtratic Swords * Now who I pray 
cannot ſee the cheat ? Oh here's a great cry in the world, that 
the bowels of the Church are torn out, her Children are re- 
beilious and will not conform to her Liturgy and Form 0 
Church Worjhip, &c. And what Church is this that the Sal- 
vation of the World doth thus depend upon ? Its one poor 
pitiful /AHdependent Church, a Church that will be Govern'd 
by none but her felf, that 1s ſizgular 1n her Prayers, and takes 
upon her to ſeparate in Church Government and Prayers from 
all her Neighboring National Churches, that hath ſer up 
20d proteed a National Separation from the Catholic Charch 
in whoſe Belly ſhe was conceived, and who brought her 
forth, and in whole Arms, at whoſe Breaſts and on whoſe 
Knees ſhe was brought up, and at the ſame time deals moſt 
crueily with her own Children for pleading for, and PraCti- 
ſing ſeparation from her : and may any one particular Church 
ſeparate from the Catholic without Schiſm, and may not an- 
other ? May a National, and may not a Provincial, and 
Dioceſan, yea Parochial ? For if there be a danger in Separa- 
tio among theſe particular Churches, is not the Separation 
of a National (being the greateſt, and moſt comprehenſive 
of all the reſt) moſt dangerous of all ? 
The way to cure the preſent Diviſions and DiſtraCtions 
in matters of this Nature, according to the true princt- 
ples of Church Uniformity pleaded for by our Clergy , is this, 
That all Difſenting National Churches bring their Litur- 
gies and Forms of Public Service, and lay them down at the 
Feet of Mother Catholica, ſubmitting them Candidly to the 
Reformation and Recompoſure of the Supreme head, which 
muſt neceſſarily produce a uniting ofall particular National 
Churches to the Univerſal, and bring them to the greateſt 
Unitormity and Harmonious agreement among themſelves. 
Oh, how would all conjoyn in the ſame zndividual Petitions 
at 
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at the ſame Canonical hours | And what a Catholic Amen , 
would the Heavens Ring with, louder than ifall the Clocks 
in Lozdoy were made conformable to Bow, and ſtruck at 
the ſame Moment ? And then a Man might be ſure to joyn 
exactly in his Prayers with all the Saizrs in the World, yea 
in the ſame 7ndiviaual petitions, and words at the ſame 
Moment, Oh, bleſſed Uniformity ! will not this be muck: 
better than a Nations! Uniformity , that we have had ſo 
much a Sputter about to the diſturbance of this Poor Na- 
tion for this Hundred Years ? So that all the World won- 
dred what was the matter with us, but it's found at- laſt, 
that the cauſe ofall our Calamities hath been our- Clergies. 
ſtrenuous contending for Uniformity in a National Schiſtn. 

S:xthly, We argue from the Neceſſity of callizg,, 
convening and diſſolving Oecumenical Councils; in whoſe 


' Power 1s it to convene an Occumentca! Council, if there 


be no Univerſal Paſtor ? For ſuch an Afembly muſt 
be a Church-Aſſembly , elſe it can claim no Power in 
the Church, and all Church Aſſemblies are of right con- 
vened by the Paſtor of the ſaid Church wherein it is, as 
in a Dioceſe, the Clerey is convened by the Authoritative call 
ofthe Biſhop. Ina Province who can Aſſemble a Provix- 
cial Synod but the Arch-b;hhop? And ſurein a National Church 
it belongs to the Primate by Office to convene a National 
Aſſembly, or Convocation, 1n all which Conventions the re- 
ſpeQive Paſtor ſtill preſides. That any Church of theſe kinds 
permits any ofthe ſaid conventions to be made by a foreign 
or ſecular Power,is frivolous here to Object ; for the Primate 
hath as much Power to Aſſemble a Parliament as the Su- 
preme Magiſtrate juridice to Aſſemble a Church Conven- 
tion ; for he cannot jure exerciſe any part of a Paſtoral Office, 
and it is ſuch to copxvene Church Atlemblies. And Ocen- 
menical Councils being the moit eminent Conners , are not 
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to be convened in a more zrregular and exotic way, than 
the Aſſemblies of izferior and ſubordinate Churches, for if . 


the Aſſemblies of each of theſe ought to be called and con- 
tinued by their Paſtors according to their reſpeCQtive Orders . 


and Conſtitutions, asa Dioceſan , Dioceſanly, a Provincial 
Provincially, and a National Nationally ; then a Catholic Aſ- 
ſembly Catholice, ifall Church Aſſemblies are called by their 
reſpeQtive Paſtors, then this, viz. an'Oecamenic Counci! muſt 
be called in the like manner, z. e. by a Paſtor adequate and 
appropriate to it. If it be faid, that Nationa! Paftgrs may 
Aiſemble by conſent to conſtitute an Oecnmenical Council to- 
gether with others of a more 7ferior rank; I lay by the ſame 
reaſon may Arch biſhops and Biſhops convene by conſent. to 
make a Provincial Aſſembly, without the Authoritative Call 
of the Primate to give Saxton to ſuch Aſſembly. It's not 
the bare Meeting together of Paſtors that makes a Charch 
Aſſembly , and renders it Authoritative in it's degree or kind ; 
for if ſo, every convention of Church Officers that might be 


. made ſo by themſelves, is a binding Governing Power to the' 


People , this would ſoon fill the World with endleſs confu- 
ſions, and therefore it's not every Council that will aſſume | 
to itfelf the Name of Occumenrc, can be allowed to be ſuch; 
but it is in this asinall other Church Afſemblies of /#bords- 
nate rank, if an adequate Paſtor call ther, andgives lawtul 
Summons to the reſpe&tive Members thereof, the abſence 
of ſome, alters not the Nature of the {aid Aſſembly, but tlie 
Paſtors authoritativecall and precedence therein, grves unto 
it it's true San&tion. More might be {aid to this purpoſe, but 
I will add nothing further at preſent, having, as1 ſuppoſe, 
ſufficient'y proved the Afſertion laid down, That ſubor dination 
of Piftors in the Church neceſſarily snfers the Supremacy of an 
Univirſal Paſtor. | 


FINTS. 


